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ENROLLED 


BILL NUMBER: SB 1029 
BILL TEXT 

PASSED THE SENATE JULY 6, 2012 
PASSED THE ASSEMBLY JULY 5, 2012 
AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JULY 3, 2012 

INTRODUCED BY Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review 

FEBRUARY 6, 2012 

An act to amend the Budget Act of 2012 by adding Items 
2660-104-6043, 2660-304-6043, 2665-104-6043, 2665-304-0890, 
2665-304-6043, 2665-305-0890, 2665-305-6043, 2665-306-0890, and 
2665-306-6043 to Section 2.00 of that act, relating to the state 
budget, and making an appropriation therefor, to take effect 
immediately. Budget Bill. 


LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 


SB 1029, Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review. Budget Act of 
2012 . 

The Budget Act of 2012 makes appropriations for the support of 
state government for the 2012-13 fiscal year. 

This bill would amend the Budget Act of 2012 by adding items of 
appropriation relating to a high-speed rail system in the state. 

This bill would declare that it is to take effect immediately as a 
Budget Bill. 

Appropriation: yes. 


THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. Item 2660-104-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the 
Budget Act of 2012, to read: 

2660-104-6043--For local assistance. 

Department of Transportation, payable 
from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond 

Fund. 713,333,000 

Schedule: 

(1) 30.10-Mass 

Transportation. 713,333,000 

Provisions: 

1. These funds shall be available 
for encumbrance or liquidation 
until June 30, 2018. 

2. The funds appropriated in this 
item shall be available for 
capital improvement projects to 
intercity and commuter rail 
lines and urban rail systems 
that provide direct connectivity 
to the high-speed train system 
and its facilities, or that are 
part of the construction of the 
high-speed train system, as 
adopted by the California 
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Transportation Commission, 
pursuant to Section 2704.095 

of the Streets and Highways Code. 

4. Any funds appropriated in this 
item for projects in the San 
Francisco to San Jose corridor, 
consistent with the blended 
system strategy identified in 
the April 2012 California High- 
Speed Rail Program Revised 2012 
Business Plan, shall not be used 
to expand the blended system to 
a dedicated four-track system. 

5. The funds appropriated in this 

item shall only be made 
available for expenditure upon 
the enactment of an 
appropriation of $3,240,676,000 
in Item 2665-306-0890, an 
appropriation of $2,609,076,000 
in Item 2665-306-6043 for the 
Initial Operating Segment of the 
High-Speed Rail System, and an 
appropriation of $1,100,000,000 
in Item 2665-104-6043 for 

""Bookend'' funding, as 
articulated in the 2012 High- 
Speed Rail Authority Final 
Business Plan. 


SEC. 2. Item 2660-304-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2660-304-6043--For capital outlay. 

Department of Transportation, payable 

from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond 

Fund . 106, 000,000 

Schedule: 

(1) 30-Mass 

Transportation. 106, 000,000 

Provisions: 

1. These funds shall be available 
for encumbrance or liquidation 
until June 30, 2018. 

2. The funds appropriated in this 
item shall be available for 
capital improvement projects to 
intercity and commuter rail 
lines and urban rail systems 
that provide direct connectivity 
to the high-speed train system 
and its facilities, or that are 
part of the construction of the 
high-speed train system, as 
adopted by the California 
Transportation Commission, 
pursuant to Section 2704.095 of 
the Streets and Highways Code. 

4. Any funds appropriated in this 
item for projects in the San 
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Francisco to San Jose corridor, 
consistent with the blended 
system strategy identified in 
the April 2012 California High- 
Speed Rail Program Revised 2012 
Business Plan, shall not be used 
to expand the blended system to 
a dedicated four-track system. 

5. The funds appropriated in this 
item shall only be made 
available for expenditure upon 
the enactment of an 
appropriation of $3,240,676,000 
in Item 2665-306-0890, an 
appropriation of $2,609,076,000 
in Item 2665-306-6043 for the 
Initial Operating Segment of the 
High-Speed Rail System, and an 
appropriation of $1,100,000,000 
in Item 2665-104-6043 for 
""Bookend'' funding, as 
articulated in the 2012 High- 
Speed Rail Authority Final 
Business Plan. 


SEC. 3. Item 2665-104-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-104-6043--For local assistance, 

High-Speed Rail Authority, payable from 
the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond 

Fund . 1,100,000,000 


Provisions: 

1. These funds shall be 

available for early 
improvement projects in 
the Phase 1 blended 
system, consistent with 
the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission 
Memorandum of 

Understanding, as approved 
by the High-Speed Rail 
Authority on April 12, 
2012, in High-Speed Rail 
Authority Resolution 12-11 
and the Southern 
California Memorandum of 
Understanding, as approved 
by the High-Speed Rail 
Authority on April 12, 
2012, in High-Speed Rail 
Authority Resolution 12- 
10. The funds are 
available for encumbrance 
or liquidation until June 
30, 2018. 


2. The amount appropriated in 

this item is available for 
expenditure for state 
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operations, local 
assistance, or capital 
outlay, and may be 
transferred to Item 2665- 
004-6043 or Item 2665-306- 
6043. These transfers 
shall require the prior 
approval of the Department 
of Finance. 

3. Any funds appropriated in 
this item for projects in 
the San Francisco to San 
Jose corridor, consistent 
with the blended system 
strategy identified in 
the April 2012 California 
High-Speed Rail Program 
Revised 2012 Business 
Plan, shall not be used to 
expand the blended system 
to a dedicated four-track 
system. 

4. Provisions 4 to 11, 
inclusive, of Item 2665- 
306-6043 shall also apply 
to this item. 

5. No funds appropriated in 
this item shall be 
encumbered prior to the 
High-Speed Rail Authority 
submitting a detailed 
funding plan for the 
project or projects in 
accordance with 
subdivision (d) of Section 
2704.08 of the Streets and 
Highways Code to (a) the 
Department of Finance, (b) 
the Chairperson of the 
Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee, and (c) the 
peer review group 
established pursuant to 
Section 185035 of the 
Public Utilities Code. 

6. No funds appropriated in 
this item shall be 
encumbered for 
construction of a project 
prior to completion of all 
proj ect-level 
environmental clearances 
necessary to proceed to 
construction and the final 
notices being contained in 
the funding plan for the 
proj ect. 

7. Prior to the obligation of 
funds to any specific 
project, and subject to 
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the approval of the 
Department of Finance, the 
High-Speed Rail Authority 
Board shall develop an 
accountability plan, 
consistent with Executive 
Order S-02-07, to 
establish criteria and 
procedures to govern the 
expenditure of the bond 
funds in this 
appropriation, and the 
outcomes that such 
expenditures are intended 
to achieve, including a 
detailed project 
description and project 
cost. The procedures shall 
ensure that the 
investments comply with 
requirements of applicable 
state and federal laws, 
and are consistent with 
and advance the state high¬ 
speed train system. 

The High-Speed Rail 
Authority shall enter into 
a project management and 
funding agreement with the 
local sponsor of the 
funded project, and the 
agreement shall require 
the local agencies to 
report to the authority on 
a quarterly basis to 
ensure that all bond- 
funded activities are 
within the scope and cost 
outlined in the agreement. 
Prior to the authority 
entering into any project 
management and funding 
agreement pursuant to this 
provision, the agreement 
shall be approved by the 
Department of Finance. 
Expenditures of bond 
proceeds under this item 
shall be subject to audit 
to determine whether the 
expenditures made from 
bond proceeds were made 
according to the 
established criteria and 
processes, were consistent 
with all legal 
requirements, and achieved 
the intended outcomes. The 
High-Speed Rail Authority 
shall contract with the 



Office of State Audits and 
Evaluations for the 
performance of these 
audits unless alternative 
audit arrangements are 
made with the concurrence 
of the Office of State 
Audits and Evaluations. 

10. The funds appropriated in 

this item shall only be 
made available for 
expenditure upon the 
enactment of an 
appropriation of 
$3,240,676,000 in Item 
2665-306-0890, an 
appropriation of 
$2,609,076,000 in Item 
2665-306-6043 for the 
Initial Operating Segment 
of the High-Speed Rail 
System, an appropriation 
of $106,000,000 in 

Item 2660-304-6043, and an 
appropriation of 
$713,333,000 in Item 2660- 
104-6043 for Connectivity 
funding. 


SEC. 4. Item 2665-304-0890 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-304-0890--For capital outlay, High- 
Speed Rail Authority, payable from the 


Federal Trust Fund . 28,310,000 

Schedule: 

(1) 20.15.010-San 

Francisco to San Jose- 
-Acquisition. 5,135,000 

(3) 20.30.010-Merced to 

Fresno--Acquisition... 2,297,000 

(4) 20.40.010-Fresno to 
Bakersfield- 

-Acquisition. 3,119,000 

(5) 20.45.010-Bakersfield 
to Palmdale- 

-Acquisition. 0 

(6) 20.50.010-Palmdale to 
Los Angeles- 

-Acquisition. 2,566, 000 

(7) 20.60.010-Los Angeles 
to Anaheim- 

-Acquisition. 4,299, 000 

(8) 20.99.010-Project 
Management and Agency 


Costs--Acquisition.... 10,894,000 

Provisions: 

1. The projects identified in this 

item may be managed by the High- 
Speed Rail Authority. 
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2. The projects identified in this 
item are subject to review by the 
State Public Works Board. 

3. Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, each project in 
Schedules (1) to (7), inclusive, 
of this item shall be the same as 
the respectively coded project in 
Schedules (1) to (7), inclusive, 
of Items 2665-304-6043, 2665-305- 
0890, and 2665-305-6043. For 

a given project, funds 
appropriated in this item may be 
transferred to the same project 
in Item 2665-305-0890. These 
transfers shall require the prior 
approval of the Department of 
Finance. The Department of 
Finance shall report annually on 
May 1 to the Joint Legislative 
Budget Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 

4. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the project in 
Schedule (8) of this item shall 
be the same as Schedule (8) of 
Item 2665-305-0890 and Schedule 
(11) of Items 2665-304-6043 and 
2665-305-6043. Funds appropriated 
in Schedule (8) of this item may 
be transferred to the same 
schedule in Item 2665-305-0890 
upon approval of the Department 
of Finance. The Department of 
Finance shall report annually on 
May 1 to the Joint Legislative 
Budget Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 


SEC. 5. Item 2665-304-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-304-6043--For capital outlay, High- 
Speed Rail Authority, payable from the 

High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund. 124,067,000 


Schedule: 


(1) 

20.15.010-San 



Francisco to San 



Jose--Acquisition... 

5,135,000 

(3) 

20.30.010-Merced to 



Fresno--Acquisition. 

2,297,000 

(4) 

20.40.OlO-Fresno to 



Bakersfield- 



-Acquisition. 

3,119,000 

(5) 

20.45.010- 



Bakersfield to 



Palmdale- 



-Acquisition. 

0 
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(6) 

20.50.010-Palmdale 



to Los Angeles- 



-Acquisition. 

2,566,000 

(7) 

20.60.010-Los 



Angeles to Anaheim- 



-Acquisition. 

4,299,000 

(8) 

20.70.010-Los 



Angeles to San 



Diego--Acquisition.. 

37,055,000 

(9) 

20.80.010-Merced to 



Sacramento- 



-Acquisition. 

29,700,000 

(10) 

20.90.010-Altamont 



Pass--Acquisition... 

20,375,000 

(11) 

20.99.010-Proj ect 



Management and 
Agency Costs- 

-Acquisition. 19, 521,000 

Provisions: 

1. The projects identified in this 

item may be managed by the High- 
Speed Rail Authority. 

2. The projects identified in this 

item are subject to review by 
the State Public Works Board. 

3. Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, each project 
in Schedules (1) to (10) , 
inclusive, of this item shall 
be the same as the respectively 
coded project in Schedules (1) 
to (7), inclusive, of Items 
2665-304-0890, 2665-305-0890, 
and 2665-305-6043, and 

Schedules (8) to (10), 
inclusive, of Item 2665-305- 
6043. For a given project, 
funds appropriated in this item 
may be transferred to the same 
project in Items 2665-305-6043. 
These transfers shall require 
the prior approval of the 
Department of Finance. The 
Department of Finance shall 
report annually on May 1 to the 
Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 

4. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the project 
in Schedule (11) of this item 
shall be the same as Schedule 
(11) of Item 2665-305-6043 and 
Schedule (8) of Items 2665-304- 
0890 and 2665-305-0890. Funds 
appropriated in Schedule (11) 
of this item may be transferred 
to the same schedule in Item 
2665-305-6043 upon approval of 
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the Department of Finance. The 
Department of Finance shall 
report annually on May 1 to 

the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 


SEC. 6. Item 2665-305-0890 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-305-0890--For capital outlay, High- 
Speed Rail Authority, payable from the 

Federal Trust Fund . 20,044,000 


Schedule: 


(1) 

20.15.010-San 

Francisco to San Jose- 



-Design. 

74,000 

(3) 

20.30.010-Merced to 



Fresno--Design. 

4,987,000 

(4) 

20.40.010-Fresno to 



Bakersfield--Design... 

8,246,000 

(5) 

20.45.010-Bakersfield 



to Palmdale--Design... 

195,000 

(6) 

20.50.010-Palmdale to 



Los Angeles--Design... 

0 

(7) 

20.60.010-Los Angeles 



to Anaheim--Design.... 

0 

(8) 

20.99.010-Proj ect 
Management and Agency 



Costs--Design. 

6,542,000 

Provisions: 


1. 

The projects identified 

in this 


item may be managed by 
Speed Rail Authority. 

the High- 

2 . 

The projects identified 

in this 


item are subject to review by the 
State Public Works Board. 

3. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, each project in 
Schedules (1) to (7), inclusive, 
of this item shall be the same as 
the respectively coded project in 
Schedules (1) to (7), inclusive, 
of Items 2665-304-0890, 2665-304- 
6043, and 2665-305-6043. For a 
given project, funds 
appropriated in this item may be 
transferred to the same project 
in Item 2665-304-0890. These 
transfers shall require the prior 
approval of the Department of 
Finance. The Department of 
Finance shall report annually on 
May 1 to the Joint Legislative 
Budget Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 

4. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the project in 
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Schedule (8) of this item shall 
be the same as Schedule (8) of 
Item 2665-304-0890 and Schedule 
(11) of Items 2665-304-6043 and 
2665-305-6043. Funds appropriated 
in Schedule (8) of this item may 
be transferred to the same 
schedule in item 2665-304-0890 
upon approval of the Department 
of Finance. The Department of 
Finance shall report annually on 
May 1 to the Joint Legislative 
Budget Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made in 
respect to this provision. 


SEC. 7. item 2665-305-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-305-6043--For capital outlay, High- 
Speed Rail Authority, payable from the 

High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund. 80,106, 000 


Schedule: 

(I) 20.15.010-San 
Francisco to San 

Jose--Design. 74,000 

(3) 20.30.010-Merced to 

Fresno--Design. 4, 987,000 

(4) 20.40.010-Fresno to 

Bakersfield--Design. 8,246,000 

(5) 20.45.010- 
Bakersfield to 

Palmdale--Design.... 195,000 

(6) 20.50.010-Palmdale 
to Los Angeles- 

-Design. 0 

(7) 20.60.010-Los 
Angeles to Anaheim- 

-Design. 0 

(8) 20.70.010-Los 
Angeles to San 

Diego--Design. 19, 068,000 

(9) 20.80.010-Merced to 

Sacramento--Design.. 24,176,000 

(10) 20.90.010-Altamont 

Pass--Design. 16, 055,000 

(II) 20.99.010-Project 
Management and 
Agency Costs- 

-Design. 7,305,000 

Provisions: 


1. The projects identified in this 

item may be managed by the High- 
Speed Rail Authority. 

2. The projects identified in this 

item are subject to review by 
the State Public Works Board. 

3. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, each project 
in Schedules (1) to (10) , 
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inclusive, of this item shall 
be the same as the respectively 
coded project in Schedules (1) 
to (7), inclusive, of Items 
2665-304-0890, 2665-304-6043, 
and 2665-305-0890, and 
Schedules (8) to (10), 
inclusive, of Item 2665-304- 
6043. For a given project, 
funds appropriated in this item 
may be transferred to the same 
project in Item 2665-304-6043. 
These transfers shall require 
the prior approval of the 
Department of Finance. The 
Department of Finance shall 
report annually on May 1 to the 
Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee a summary of any 
transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 

4. Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, the project 
in Schedule (11) of this item 
shall be the same as Schedule 
(11) of Item 2665-304-6043 and 
Schedule (8) of Items 2665-304- 
0890 and 2665-305-0890. Funds 
appropriated in Schedule (11) 
of this item may be transferred 
to the same schedule in Item 
2665-304-6043 upon approval of 
the Department of Finance. The 
Department of Finance shall 
report annually on May 1 to the 
Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee a summary of any 

transfers that have been made 
pursuant to this provision. 


SEC. 8. Item 2665-306-0890 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-306-0890--For capital outlay, High- 
Speed Rail Authority, payable from the 

Federal Trust Fund . 3,240,676,000 

Schedule: 

(1) 20.01.010-Initial 

Operating Segment, 

Section 1- 

-Acquisition and 3,240,676,00 

Build. 0 

Provisions: 

1. The project identified in this 
item may be managed by the High- 
Speed Rail Authority. 

2. The expenditure of funds 
appropriated in this item are 
governed by Section 13332.19 of 
the Government Code. The project 
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identified in this item is 
subject to review and oversight 
by the State Public Works Board. 
The project may be implemented 
using several design-build 
contracts, each of which will 
have its own set of performance 
criteria or performance criteria 
and concept drawings. Funds 
appropriated for the build 
portion of this project may only 
be expended after the Department 
of Finance and the State Public 
Works Board have approved 

performance criteria or 
performance criteria and concept 
drawings for the design-build 
contract. These approvals may be 
provided for each design-build 
contract, from time to time, and 
build funds associated with that 
design-build contract may be 
expended at that time. 

3. Notwithstanding Section 1.80, 
the appropriation made in this 
item is available for 
encumbrance until June 30, 2018. 

4. Provisions 4 to 11, inclusive, 
of Item 2665-306-6043 shall also 
apply to this item. 

5. The funds appropriated in this 

item shall only be made 

available for expenditure upon 
the enactment of an 
appropriation of $106,000,000 in 
Item 2660-304-6043, an 
appropriation of $713,333,000 in 
Item 2660-104-6043 for 
""Connectivity'' funding, and an 
appropriation of $1,100,000,000 
in Item 2665-104-6043 for 
""Bookend'' funding, as 
articulated in the 2012 High- 
Speed Rail Authority Final 
Business Plan. 


SEC. 9. Item 2665-306-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget 
Act of 2012, to read: 

2665-306-6043--For capital outlay, High- 
Speed Rail Authority, payable from the 

High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund . 2,609,076,000 

Schedule: 

(1) 20.01.010-Initial 

Operating Segment, 

Section 1- 
-Acquisition and 

Build. 2,609, 076, 000 

Provisions: 

1. The project identified in this 
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item may be managed by the High- 
Speed Rail Authority. 

2. The expenditure of funds 

appropriated in this item are 
governed by Section 13332.19 of 
the Government Code. The project 
identified in this item is 
subject to review and oversight 
by the State Public Works Board. 
The project may be implemented 
using several design-build 
contracts, each of which will 
have its own set of performance 
criteria or performance criteria 
and concept drawings. Funds 
appropriated for the build 
portion of this project may only 
be expended after the Department 
of Finance and the State Public 
Works Board have approved 

performance criteria or 
performance criteria and concept 
drawings for the design-build 
contract. These approvals may be 
provided for each design-build 
contract, from time to time, and 
build funds associated with that 
design-build contract may be 
expended at that time. 

3. Notwithstanding Section 1.80, the 
appropriation made in this item 

is available for encumbrance 
until June 30, 2018. 

4. On or before March 1 and November 

15 of each year for which funding 
appropriated in this item is 
encumbered, the High-Speed Rail 
Authority shall provide a Project 
Update Report approved, as 
consistent with the criteria in 
this provision, by the Secretary 
of Business, Transportation and 
Housing to the budget 

committees and the appropriate 
policy committees of both houses 
of the Legislature on the 
development and implementation of 
intercity high-speed train 
service pursuant to Section 
185030 of the Public Utilities 
Code. The report, at a minimum, 
shall include a programwide 
summary, as well as details by 
project segment, with all 
information necessary to clearly 
describe the status of the 
project, including, but not 
limited to, all of the following: 
(a) A summary describing the 
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5. 


overall progress of the 
proj ect. 

(b) The baseline budget for all 
project phase costs, by 
segment or contract, 
beginning with the 
California High-Speed Rail 
Program Revised 2012 
Business Plan. 

(c) The current and projected 
budget, by segment or 
contract, for all project 
phase costs. 

(d) Expenditures to date, by 
segment or contract, for 
all project phase costs. 

(e) A comparison of the current 
and projected work schedule 
and the baseline schedule 
contained in the California 
High-Speed Rail Program 
Revised 2012 Business Plan. 

(f) A summary of milestones 
achieved during the prior 
year and milestones 
expected to be reached in 
the coming year. 

(g) Any issues identified 
during the prior year and 
actions taken to address 
those issues. 

(h) A thorough discussion of 
various risks to the 
project and steps taken to 
mitigate those risks. 

(a) With respect to 

contracts scheduled to be 
awarded in December 2012 to 
commence construction of 
the first construction 
segment of the initial 
operating section of the 
high-speed rail system, as 
described in the California 
High-Speed Rail Program 
Revised 2012 Business Plan 
adopted by the authority on 
April 12, 2012 (revised 
business plan), the 
authority shall submit the 
following reports approved, 
as consistent with the 
criteria in this provision, 
by the Secretary of 
Business, Transportation 
and Housing to the Senate 
Committee on Transportation 
and Housing, the Assembly 
Committee on 
Transportation, and the 
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Senate and Assembly 

committees on budget: 

(1) By October 1 , 2012, 

prior to awarding a 
contract to 
commence 

construction of the 
first construction 
segment or 
committing funds 
for the contract, 
and prior to 

advertising 
contracts to be 
awarded for the 
first construction 
segment in 
September 2013 and 
October 2013, a 
comprehensive staff 
management report 
that includes: 

(i) An organizational 
chart for the 
authority, detailed 
description of each 
executive manager's 
function and 
responsibilities, 
summary of staffing 
changes in the 
preceding year, a 
strategy for 
filling vacancies 
and the recruitment 
and staffing plans 
for the 2012-13 
fiscal year. 

(ii) The management 
approach, including 
number, skill 
level, position, 
and hiring and 
retention plan of 
staff and outside 
consultants 
required to 
adequately oversee 
each of the planned 
construction 
contracts funded in 
this act. 

(iii) Proposed steps and 
procedures that 
will be employed to 
ensure adequate 
oversight and 
management of 
contractors 
involved in the 
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construction 
contracts funded in 
this act. 

(iv) Procedures to 

detect and prevent 
contract splitting. 
(2) Prior to awarding a 

contract to 
commence 

construction of the 
first construction 
segment, a report 
certifying that the 
amount awarded 
under the contract 
is within the 
budgeted funding 
and is consistent 
with the completion 
schedule deadlines 
set by the federal 
Department of 
Transportation. 

(b) Each of the reports 
required pursuant to 
subdivision (a) for the 
contracts described in that 
subdivision shall also be 
required with respect to 
the contract scheduled to 
be awarded in March 2017. 
The authority shall submit 
the reports for those 
contracts no later than 60 
days prior to advertising 
for bids on each contract. 
Sixty days prior to awarding the 
contracts scheduled to be awarded 
in December 2012 to commence 

construction of the first 
construction segment of the 
initial operating section, the 
High-Speed Rail Authority shall 
fill the positions of chief 
executive officer, risk manager, 
chief program manager, and chief 
financial officer and report 
those hiring to the Joint 
Legislative Budget Committee. 
Prior to awarding the contracts 
scheduled to be awarded in 
December 2012 to commence 
construction of the first 
construction segment of the 
initial operating section, the 
High-Speed Rail Authority shall 
prepare and submit a report 
approved, as consistent with the 
criteria in this provision, by 
the Secretary of Business, 



Transportation and Housing to the 
Senate Committee on 
Transportation and Housing, the 
Assembly Committee on 
Transportation, and the Senate 
and Assembly committees on budget 
detailing elements of risk in the 
high-speed rail project, 

including all of the following: 

(a) A comprehensive risk 
management plan that 
defines roles and 
responsibilities for risk 
management and addresses 
the process by which the 
authority will identify and 
quantify project risks, 
implement and track risk 
response activities, and 
monitor and control risks 
throughout the duration of 
each project. 

(b) Quantification of the 
effect of identified risks 
in financial terms. 

(c) Development documents to 
track identified risks and 
related mitigation steps. 

(d) Plans for regularly 
updating its estimates of 
capital and support costs. 

(e) Plans for regularly 
reassessing its reserves 
for potential claims and 
unknown risks, 
incorporating information 
related to risks identified 
and quantified through its 
risk assessment processes. 

(f) Plans for regularly 

integrating estimates for 
capital, support costs, and 
contingency reserves in 
required reports. 

The High-Speed Rail Authority 
shall, as part of its January 1, 
2014, Business Plan, include: a 
proposed approach for improving 
(a) demand projections, (b) 
operations and maintenance cost 
models, and (c) benefit-cost 
analysis as applied to future 
project decisions. The authority 
shall also submit a copy of the 
study by the Union Internationale 
des Chemins de Fer (the 
international union of railways) 
examining how the authority's 
estimated operating costs for 
high-speed rail compare to high- 



speed rail systems in other 
countries. These business plan 
components approved, as 
consistent with the criteria in 
this provision, by the Secretary 
of Business, Transportation and 
Housing shall be based on 
recommendations of the 
authority's peer review panel, 
advice from the domestic and 
international rail community, and 
external academic review. 

10. On or before June 30, 2013, the 
High-Speed Rail Authority shall 
prepare and submit a report 
approved, as consistent with the 
criteria in this provision, by 
the Secretary of Business, 
Transportation and Housing that 
provides an analysis of the net 
impact of the high-speed rail 
program on the state's greenhouse 
gas emissions. The report shall 
be submitted to the Senate 
Committee on Transportation and 
Housing, the Assembly Committee 
on Transportation, and the Senate 
and Assembly committees on budget. 

11. Within 10 days of executing a 

valid memorandum of understanding 
(MCU) with regional 
transportation agencies relative 
to the Northern California 
Unified Service, the High-Speed 
Rail Authority shall make a 

copy of the MCU available to the 
Senate Committee on 
Transportation and Housing, the 
Assembly Committee on 
Transportation, and the Senate 
and Assembly committees on budget. 

12. The safeguards and oversight 
rules and processes of Sections 
13332.11 or 13332.19 of the 
Government Code, as appropriate, 
shall apply to the High-Speed 
Rail Authority. 

13. The funds appropriated in this 

item shall only be made available 
for expenditure upon the 
enactment of an appropriation of 
$106,000,000 in Item 2660-304- 
6043, an appropriation of 
$713,333,000 in Item 2660-104- 
6043 for ""Connectivity'' 
funding, and an appropriation of 
$1,100,000,000 in Item 2665-104- 
6043 for ""Bookend'' funding, as 
articulated in the 2012 High- 

Speed Rail Authority Final 
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Business Plan. 


SEC. 10. This act is a Budget Bill within the meaning of 
subdivision (e) of Section 12 of Article IV of the California 
Constitution and shall take effect immediately. 
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AGREEMENT 


THIS AGREEMENT is entered into as of this /^^ dav of /^V , 2013 by and 
between the California High Speed Rail Authority (hereinafter referred to as “CHSRA”) and the 
Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (hereinafter referred to as “PCJPB”). 


RECITALS 


WHEREAS, in January, 2004, the CHSRA and the PCJPB entered into a Memorandum 
of Understanding (the "2004 MOU"), the purpose of which was to establish a framework for 
future cooperation between the two agencies relative to the proposed development of a high 
speed train system for California that would share the rail corridor between the City of San Jose 
and the City and County of San Francisco owned by the PCJPB ("Peninsula Rail Corridor"); and 

WHEREAS, in April, 2009, the CHSRA and the PCJPB entered into a new agreement, 
the purpose of which was to establish an initial organizational framework whereby CHSRA and 
PCJPB would engage as partners in the planning, design and construction of improvements 
along the Peninsula Rail Corridor to accommodate and serve the respective interests of the two 
organizations ("the 2009 Agreement”); and 

WHEREAS, in November 2009, the 2009 Agreement was amended which, among other 
things, established a 50-50 financial cost sharing arrangement between the parties to cover 
costs incurred in connection with carrying out the purposes of said Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, in April, 2012, the CHSRA adopted a Revised Business Plan which 
enunciated a new approach to the future development of a high speed rail system along the 
Peninsula Rail Corridor; and 

WHEREAS, more specifically, the Revised Business Plan establishes a policy to 
develop the high speed rail system utilizing a blended system approach that will coordinate the 
development and operation of high speed trains within the existing PCJPB commuter rail 
system, based on the premise that the blended system will remain substantially within the 
existing PCJPB right-of-way and will accommodate future high-speed rail and modernized 
PCJPB commuter rail service by primarily utilizing the existing track configuration in the 
Peninsula Rail Corridor (the “Blended System”); and 
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WHEREAS, the PCJPB is supportive of a program of investments in its Peninsula Rail 
Corridor that will serve to upgrade its existing commuter rail system while concurrently preparing 
for future high-speed trains provided it is limited to infrastructure necessary to support the 
Blended System consisting of primarily a two-track system substantially within the existing 
PCJPB right-of-way shared by both PCJPB commuter trains and CHSRA trains, as well as other 
passenger and freight services; and 

WHEREAS, the PCJPB is committed to respecting the interests of the communities 
through which the Blended System will be constructed by encouraging design of the Blended 
System in a manner that will avoid adverse impacts wherever feasible, including those 
associated with aerial/underground options or options that involve construction of facilities 
substantially outside of the PCJPB existing right-of-way; and 

WHEREAS, during the spring of 2012, the CHSRA and the PCJPB, together with the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, 
the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, the City of San Jose, the City and County of 
San Francisco, the San Mateo County Transportation Authority and the Transbay Joint Powers 
Authority entered into a Memorandum of Understanding that adopted an early investment 
strategy pertaining to the Blended System in the San Francisco to San Jose Segment of the 
Peninsula Rail Corridor (the "2012 Nine-Party MOU"), a copy of which is attached hereto as 
Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference; and 

WHEREAS, the 2012 Nine-Party MOU identifies two principal inter-related projects as 
essential to the early investment strategy: (1) Corridor Electrification and associated rolling 
stock acquisition, and (2) construction of an advanced signal system, commonly known as the 
PCJPB's "CBOSS" project and hereinafter referred to as CBOSS, which will incorporate 
federally mandated Positive Train Control (collectively, the "Early Investment Projects"); and 

WHEREAS, as a result of and based upon the aforementioned series of actions that 
support implementation of future high speed rail service in the Peninsula Rail Corridor 
predicated upon the Blended System, CHSRA and PCJPB have concluded that it is timely, and 
in the public's interest, to terminate the 2004 MOU and 2009 Agreement and to enter into a new 
agreement covering project planning and development focused exclusively upon and confined 
to the Blended System. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing the parties hereby agree as 

foilows; 

1. TERMINATION OF THE 2004 MOU AND 2009 AGREEMENT 

The parties agree that the 2004 MOL) and 2009 Agreement, as amended, hereby are 
terminated and the provisions contained therein are of no further force or effect. 


2. PURPOSE OF AGREEMENT 

The purpose of this agreement is to establish a new, partnership between the parties for 
the pianning, environmentai review, design and ultimate construction of improvements in the 
Peninsuia Raii Corridor that will accommodate and serve both PCJPB commuter rail service 
and CHSRA high speed rail service predicated upon the Blended System as defined in the 
CHSRA 2012 amended Business Pian and in the above referenced 2012 Nine-Party MOU. 


3. PARTNERSHIP PRINCIPLES 

A. The following Partnership Principles that were fundamental to the understandings 
reached between the parties and embedded in the 2009 Agreement hereby are reiterated and 
reconfirmed in the context of the Blended System: 

1. It is recognized that development of the Blended System will have to take 
place while PCJPB commuter rail service remains operational. The customers of the PCJPB 
must continue to be served throughout the Blended System construction program. It is further 
recognized that certain improvements in the Peninsula Rail Corridor, most notably the Early 
Investment Projects consisting of Corridor Electrification and construction of CBOSS, will be 
required first in order to facilitate construction of the Blended System and to minimize service 
disruptions in the operation of the PCJPB commuter rail service, the commuter rail services of 
ACE, the intercity rail services of Capitol Corridor and freight operations during the Blended 
System construction program. 

2. The Blended System must be designed, constructed and operated in a 
manner fully consistent with the operational requirements of the PCJPB commuter rail system 
and with consideration of the interests of the cities served by said system through which the 
high speed rail Blended System will be constructed and operated, as well as other community 
partners and stakeholders. 
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3. The parties recognize the investments already made by the PCJPB, 
including the intrinsic value of the Peninsula Rail Corridor owned by the PCJPB and 
expenditures made to acquire and improve it, as well as those to be made in the future by the 
PCJPB in pursuit of Corridor Electrification, CBOSS and other rail improvement projects. The 
parties further recognize that the existing right of way and existing improvements are owned 
solely by the PCJPB and that the Early Investment Project improvements will be owned by the 
PCJPB. Ownership of future improvements and associated additional right-of-way required to 
implement the Blended System will be the subject of a future agreement between the parties. It 
is understood that it will be necessary for the parties to negotiate one or more agreements at a 
future date to facilitate construction and shared use of the Peninsula Rail Corridor by CHSRA in 
order to implement and operate the Blended System. 

B. In addition to the foregoing, the parties agree to the following new and additional 
Principles; 

1. As stipulated in the 2012 Nine-Party MOU, the parties will jointly support 
and pursue the implementation of a statewide high-speed rail system predicated upon the 
Blended System, it being recognized that the Blended System will support and benefit operation 
of both PCJPB’s commuter rail system and CHSRA’s high-speed train service. 

2. Implementation of Corridor Electrification together with associated rolling 
stock acquisition and construction of CBOSS constitute essential early investment projects in 
the Peninsula Rail Corridor that will have independent utility while at the same time will be of 
tangible benefit to future development and operation of the Blended System. 

3. As stated in PCJPB Resolution No. 2012-018, adopted on May 3, 2012 
which approved execution of the 2012 Nine-Party MOU and the Early Investment Projects 
strategy contained therein: 

a The PCJPB, as the owner of the Peninsula Rail Corridor and 
operator of the commuter rail system thereon, will implement the Early Investment Projects; and 

b The Early Investment Projects will be planned, designed and 
constructed in a way that respects community partners and stakeholders. 

The foregoing Principles contained in Sections 3(A) and 3(B) shall govern the actions of 
the parties henceforth relative to the planning, design and construction of the Early Investment 
Projects and ultimately the Blended System. 
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4. ACTION PLAN 

The initial series of actions to be pursued in concert by the parties will be to work toward 
the implementation of the Early Investment Projects strategy as previously agreed in the 2012 
Nine-Party MOU. Toward that end, the parties agree to undertake the following specific actions: 

A. CHSRA will reflect this Agreement and the 2012 Nine-Party MOU in its Business 
Plan at the earliest possible date; 

B. The parties will work cooperatively and collaboratively to secure approval and 
release of $600 million of Proposition 1A funds and $106 million of Proposition 1A “connectivity" 
funds appropriated by the California Legislature pursuant to Chapter 152 of the Budget Act of 
2012 (Senate bill No. 129) and consistent with the funding plan contained in the 2012 Nine- 
Party MOU to enable the Corridor Electrification and CBOSS projects to proceed to their 
respective next stages of development; 

C. Having already environmentally cleared and initiated construction of the CBOSS 
project, PCJPB shall continue to serve as lead agency responsible for final completion and 
delivery of that component of the early investment program; 

D. PCJPB shall continue to serve as lead agency for all aspects of the Corridor 
Electrification project, including environmentally clearing the project and subsequently arranging 
for its design, construction and implementation. PCJPB intends to use its best efforts to ensure 
delivery of the Corridor Electrification and CBOSS projects on an expedited basis and with a 
target final completion date no later than 2019 and CHSRA will provide such assistance as may 
be reasonably necessary to facilitate funding, environmental certification and project delivery by 
that target date; 

E. The parties will establish an organizational framework for the administration and 
management of their ongoing relationship to achieve the purposes of this Agreement. The 
organizational framework will incorporate protocols and procedures for approval by both parties 
of the Early Investment Projects and Blended System designs. In addition to identifying their 
respective project team members and roles, the organizational framework will formalize a 
detailed financial plan incorporating financial systems and procedures required to implement 
continued cost sharing arrangements applicable to administration and management of the early 
investment program; 

F. The parties will develop construction and implementation plans designed to 
preserve freight service in the Peninsula Rail Corridor; 
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G. The parties will work together to assure compliance with all applicable statutory 
and regulatory reporting requirements and deadlines established by funding agencies; 

H. From a longer term perspective, CHSRA shall continue to serve as lead agency 
for environmental clearance of the high speed rail Blended System project, it being understood 
that PCJPB will continue to act independently to support the interests and concerns of the 
communities along the Peninsula Rail Corridor throughout the environmental, planning, design 
and construction phases with a specific focus on, among other things, the location of passing 
tracks and any storage or maintenance facility within or along the Peninsula Rail Corridor that 
may be determined to be necessary to support the Blended System, grade separations 
supported by cities in which they will be constructed, and station improvements and associated 
land use compatibility considerations. Additionally, the parties will address and mutually agree 
upon the most effective project design and construction mechanism to be deployed, including 
oversight responsibility; and 

I. The parties recognize and acknowledge that over time it will be necessary to 
formalize supplements to this agreement to address a variety of issues pertinent to future 
shared use of the Peninsula Rail Corridor including, but not limited to, (1) construction windows 
and protocols intended to safely construct Blended System improvements while facilitating on¬ 
going commuter rail, intercity rail and freight operations, and (2) maximization of system 
interoperability associated with rail system scheduling, dispatching, passenger boarding, and 
maintenance of facilities. 

5. EFFECT OF AGREEMENT ON OTHER PCJPB RAIL CORRIDOR-RELATED 

PROJECTS 

Nothing contained in this agreement is intended to preclude the advancement of locally- 
supported plans or project improvements along the PCJPB rail corridor that are consistent with 
the Early Investment Projects and the Blended System project. 


6. EFFECTIVE DATE AND TERMINATION 

This agreement shall be effective upon execution by both parties and shall continue in 
effect until and unless terminated by both parties through mutual agreement or upon 180 days’ 
written notice delivered by the party seeking to terminate the agreement to the other party. 

/// 

/// 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF. CHSRA and PCJPB have executed this Agreement on the 
day and year first above written. 


California High Speed Rail Authority 

RY 

Jeff Morales 

Chief Executive Officer 


Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board 

BY: ' _ 

Michael J. Scanlon 
Executive Director 


Approved as to Form: 



Thomas Fellenz, Chief OetJfisel 


Approved as to Form: 


David J. Miller^Tr^gal Counsel 
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EXHIBIT A 


MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (MOU) 


HIGH SPEED RAIL EARLY INVESTMENT STRATEGY FOR 
A BLENDED SYSTEM IN THE SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN 
JOSE SEGMENT KNOWN AS THE PENINSULA CORRIDOR 
OF THE STATEWIDE HIGH-SPEED RAIL SYSTEM 


BY AND AMOUNG THE FOLLOWING PARTIES (PARTIES) 


CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY (AUTHORITY) 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (MTC) 
PENINSULA CORRIDOR JOINT POWERS BOARD (JPB) 

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (SFCTA) 
SAN MATEO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (SMCTA) 
SANTA CLARA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (VTA) 

CITY OF SAN JOSE 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
TRANSBAY JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY (TIPA) 
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Recitals 


Whereas, the California High-Speed Rail AUTHORITY (AUTHORITY) is responsible for planning, building and 
maintaining an 800-mile statewide high-speed rail system and improved mobility tlirough the development of safe, 
clean, reliable rail teclmology; and 

Whereas, the AUTHORITY, in partnership with the Federal Railroad Administration is advancing a California 
High-Speed Train (HST) network that links the major metropolitan areas of the State of California utilizing corridors 
into and through Southern, Central and Northern California; and 

Whereas, the AUTHORITY has responsibility for planning, construction and operation of high-speed passenger 
train service in California and is exclusively charged with accepting grants, fees and allocations from the state, from 
political subdivisions of the state and from the federal government, foreign governments, and private sources; and 

Whereas, the AUTHORITY’S 2012 Business Plan proposes to incrementally develop the HST system utilizing a 
blended system approach that will coordinate the development and operations of HST with existing passenger rail 
systems that improves, enhances and expands the integration of high-speed and regional/local passenger rail systems; 
and 

Whereas, this blended approach requires a series of incremental investments in the Peninsula corridor to prepare for 
integrated service and operations and the AUTHORITY recognizes the need for a collaborative effort with regional 
and local agencies to identify early investment projects along existing rail corridors that improves service, improves 
safety and efficiency, and creates linkages between HST and local passenger rail service; and 

Whereas, a blended system will remain substantially within the existing Caltrain right-of-way and will 
accommodate future high-speed rail and modernized Caltrain service along the Peninsula corridor by primarily 
utilizing the existing track configuration on the Peninsula; and 

Whereas, this MOU is specific to project investments that upgrade existing rail service and prepare for a future 
high-speed train project that is limited to infrastructure necessary to support a blended system, which will primarily 
be a two-track system shared by both Caltrain and high-speed rail and will be designed to continue to support 
existing passenger and freight rail tenants; and 

Whereas, local transportation improvement projects are required to be included in a Regional Transportation Plan 
(Plan), and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, working closely with local agencies is charged with 
developing the Plan every four years to provide guidance for transportation investments within the Bay Area and 
with development of regional transportation strategies to address the needs of the San Francisco Bay Area; and 

Whereas, on December 19, 2001, MTC adopted the Regional Transit Expansion Program of Projects (Resolution 
3434) which includes the Transbay Transit Center Phase 2 Downtown Extension and Caltrain Electrification projects 
as regional priorities for transit expansion; and 

Whereas, the Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of2008 (SB 375, Steinberg, Statutes of 2008) 
requires the Plan to include a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), showing evidence of integrated planning, 
goals that establish and strengthen the crucial linkages between the economy, land use development and the regional 
transportation system to improve access to jobs, education, healthcare, and other amenities in ways that improve the 
overall quality of life in the Bay Area and the blended system on the Peninsula corridor in the California High-Speed 
Rail program are consistent with achieving SB 375 goals to reduce greenhouse gas emissions; and 
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Whereas, all Parties are involved in the planning, funding, construction and/or operation of heavy and light rail 
transit, buses, and/or commuter train services in the Peninsula corridor and are considering intermodal service 
integration, including linkages to the proposed HST service; and 

Whereas, it is the intent and purpose of this MOU to strengthen the working relationship between the PARTIES to 
facilitate the development and implementation of passenger rail improvements that will improve local passenger rail 
service and operations while preparing designated HST corridors for eventual HST operation to achieve region wide 
systems integration of rail service in Northern California; and 

Whereas, local transportation improvement projects are required to be environmentally evaluated according to 
CEQA and NEPA regulations and where necessary, existing environmental approval covering incremental 
improvements to the Peninsula corridor will be updated to reflect evolving local and regional conditions and 
concerns; and 

Whereas, incremental improvements and the blended system project will be planned, designed and constructed in a 
way that supports local land use and Transit Oriented Development policies along the Peninsula corridor; and 

Now, THEREFORE, it is mutually understood and agreed to by the PARTIES as follows: 

To jointly support and pursue the implementation of a statewide high speed rail system that utilizes a blended system 
and operational model on the Peninsula corridor and that has its northern terminus at the Transbay Transit Center in 
San Francisco as specified in law, and it’s southern limit at Mile Post 51.4 at the Tamien Station in San Jose. The 
blended system will support and benefit operation of both Caltrain and future high speed train service. 

To jointly recognize a defined set of Inter-related Program of Projects that are consistent with the AUTHORITY’S 
phased implementation plan, are consistent with a blended system operation of the corridor and achieve objectives 
that include but are not limited to system capacity and connectivity for Caltrain, HST and freight, public safety, 
operational efficiency, effectiveness and connectivity. 

To generally describe, identify and work to fully fund an Inter-related Program of Projects known as the Corridor 
Electrification Infrastmcture Project, Advanced Signal System (also known as Positive Train 
Control), the Downtown Extension to the Transbay Transit Center, which is the Proposition lA designated northern 
terminus of high-speed rail, new high-speed stations at San Jose Diridon Station and a Millbrae BART/Caltrain 
Station with a cormection to San Francisco International Airport, and a Core Capacity project of needed upgrades to 
stations, tunnels, bridges, potential passing tracks and other track modifications and rail crossing improvements 
including improvements and selected grade separations required to accommodate the mixed traffic capacity 
requirements of high-speed rail service and commuter services. 

To recognize that of the set of Inter-related Program of Projects, the most substantial and tangible early-investment 
benefits will be realized when two essential projects are identified for an Initial Investment Strategy to secure, at the 
earliest possible date, the benefits of the blended system for the traveling public and an Initial Investment Strategy is 
needed to provide the groundwork upon which future constmction can more readily progress. 

To recognize that the two Inter-related projects for Initial Investment Strategy are the Corridor Electrification 
Infrastructure Project that includes the needed rolling stock to operate revenue service; and the Advanced Signal 
System project and to adopt as part of this MOU, the funding plans needed to move as expeditiously as possible 
toward construction of these two essential projects. 
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To work toward the implementation of the Initial Investment Strategy to the maximum extent feasible and that the 
PARTIES shall endeavor to incorporate the Electrification Infrastructure and Advanced Signal System projects into 
their respective plans and that the AUTHORITY shall reflect this MOU in its Business Plan by December 31,2012. 

That the aforementioned projects will need to be environmentally analyzed and cleared according to CEQA and 
NEPA guidelines as appropriate, including updating and recirculation of the Caltrain Electrification EA/FEIR 
completed in 2009. 

That the AUTHORITY will endeavor in good faith to secure approval and release of $600 million of Proposition 1A 
funds and $106 million of Proposition lA “connectivity” funds consistent with the funding plans contained in this 
MOU as required to complete at the earliest possible date, the Corridor Electrification Infrastructure and Advanced 
Signal System projects. 

That the AUTHORITY will endeavor in good faith to secure approval of Proposition lA “connectivity” funds for 
Bay Area project sponsors consistent with and in accordance with the schedule and project expenditure plan 
approved and as amended by the California Transportation Commission. 

That the AUTHORITY will work with funding partners to assist in seeking and releasing the funds necessary to 
implement the Electrification Infrastructure Project and Advanced Signal System project. Local agencies may 
provide local funds, real property, or in-kind resources as matching funds where matching funds are required to 
qualify for grant funds. PARTIES agree to work together to identify the appropriate amounts and types of local 
resources that may be used to support the completion of the Electrification Infrastructure Project and the Advanced 
Signal System Project. 

That the AUTHORITY and appropriate PARTIES will coordinate to obtain funding using a mutually agreed-upon 
strategy. In the event that funding for the program is constrained by statute, rescission of existing law, change in 
funding requirements or eligibility, reduction in funding level or availability, the AUTHORITY and the PARTIES 
shall takes steps notify each other as needed in a timely manner. 
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FUNDING PLAN 


Program Costs and Proposed Funding 
for 

Peninsula Corridor Projects: 
Electrification and Advance Signal System 


Program Costs 

(in $ millions, year of expenditure) 

Advance Signal System / Positive Train Control (PTC) 

$231 

Electrification and Electric Multiple Units (EMUs) 

$1,225 

Total 

$1,456 


Program Funding 

(in $ millions) 


Source 

Amount 

JPB Contributions 

$180 

JPB Local - Currently Available 

$11 

Caltrain PTC 

$4 

Subtotal Local 

$195 

Prop 1A Connectivity 

$106 

Prop 1A High Speed Rail Authority 

$600 

Prop IB Caltrain 

$24^ 

Subtotal State 

$730 

Federal RR Admin, for PTC 

$17 

Federal Transit Admin prior/current obligations 

$43 

Federal Transit Admin future obligations 

$440 

Subtotal Federal 

$500 

MTC Bridge Tolls 

$11 

BAAQMD Carl Moyer 

$20 

Subtotal Regional 

$31 

Total 

$1,456 


Funding Plan Notes: 

1. Caltrain Joint Powers Board (JPB) Local Contribution is $60 million from San Mateo sales tax, $60 million from VTA sales tax, and $60 million from San 
Francisco ($23 million from sales tax, $37 million from Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTlP)/]ocal/other). Each agency's contribution, including 
Proposition 1A Connectivity funds as outlined in Note 2, is contingent upon the $60 million each from tlie other two JPB partners. 

2. Prop IA Connectivity is $42 million from Caltrain, $26 million from VTA, and $38 million from BART (2"^ priority for BART after receipt of $150 million for 


railcars). 

3. Prop IB Caltrain is $20 million Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTM(SEA), $4 million State-Local 
Partnership Program (SLPP). 

4. Fl'A Prior/Cunent Obligations is $16 million for electritlcation in prior years, $27 million for EMUs in FY12. 

5. FTA Future Obligations is $315 million for electric multiple units (EMUs), $ 125 million from fixed guideway caps. Funds will be programmed in accordance with 
MTC Transit Capital Priorities process between approximately FY2012-2013 and FY2022-2023. 

6. Bridge Tolls is from Regional Measure 1 (RMI) West Bay Rail Reserve, 

7. Bay Area Air Quality Maiiagement District (BAAQMD) funds to be confirmed. 

8. Assumes that all local sources, Prop 1B ITMISEA, all Icdcral sources, and bridge tolls can be used as match to Prop 1A funds, totaling $726 million in matching 
funds for $706 million in Prop 1A funds. 

9. Other potential future funding sources could be substituted if secured, including federal Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) frinds 
(such as current Caltrain application for $44 million), State Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) funds, and private financing. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this MOU has been executed by the PARTIES hereto as of the day and year 
indicated next to each signature, with the final signature date constituting the effective date. 





mi 




Michael Bums, General Manager 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 




Dtfte ' 


Debra Figfffie, ^y Manager 
City of San Jose 




Edwin M. Lee, Mayor f / 
City and County of San Francisco 


Kll3 


Maria Ayerdi-Kaplan, Executive Director 
Transbay Joint Powers Authority 
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Appendix D 

Draft San Francisco to San Jose 
Project Section Scoping Report 
(2009) Web Location 
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San Francisco to San Jose EIR/EIS Scoping Report (2009) 


The San Francisco to San Jose EIR/EIS Scoping Report (2009) is available on the Authority’s 
website (www.hsr.ca.qov ). 

For direct access, the report and appendices are avaiiabie at: 

http://www.hsr.ca.qov/Proqrams/Statewide Rail Modernization/Proiect Sections/sanfran sanio 

se.html 

DOCUMENTS & REPORTS I 

« Supplemental ATtemative Analysis (SAA) I 

^ Preliminary Alternatives Analysis (AA) 

$ Scoping 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Public S-coping Meatsig Prass Rslaase 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Mealing Motica 

- San Francisco to San Josa: EIR/EIS Fact Sheet 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Mealing Aganda 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Scoping Meetings Presentation January 22-20. 2009 

- Frpncisco to S an^ Jo^ Comment Card 
San Francisco to San Jose: [>rafl Scoping Repwri 

- San Francisco to San Dose: Appendix A - IMOP 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Apper»dix B - iMOt 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix C - Scoping Meeting Announcement 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Apper>dix □ - Scoping Dcstribution Lists 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix E - Mewspsper Notices, Media Advisory 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix F - Attendance Lists 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix G - Handouts, Presentation 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix H - Comment Source and Index 

- San Francisco to San Josa Appendix I 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix 1-1 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix I-2 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Apperrdix I-3 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix I-4 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix J-1 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix J-2 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix J-3 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix J-4 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix K 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Apprendix K-1 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix K-2 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix K-3 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix K-4 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix L - Verbal Commertls 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix M - Plrotos 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix N - DisplBy Boards 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix O - Annooncements. 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix P - Distribulion Lists 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix Q - Attendance Lists 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix R - Handouts. Presentation 

- San Francisco to San Jose: Appendix S - Media Advisory 

- San Francisco to San Josa: Appendix T - Photos 

4 Notice of Intent / Notice of Preparation 
& Public Outreach Materials 
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SCH: 2016052019 


NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

FROM: Mark A. McLoughlin 

Director of Environmental Services 
Caiifornia High-Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 1160 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

SUBJECT : Notice of Preparation of a Project Environmentai impact Report/Environmental 

Impact Statement for the California High-Speed Raii System, San Francisco to 
San Jose Project Section, Blended System Project 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority), as the Lead Agency for the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process for a proposed California High-Speed Rail (HSR) 
system, Is rescinding the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the San Francisco to San Jose 
Project Section published in December, 2008, and will jointly prepare an Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose 
Project Section (Figure 1) of the California HSR System, Blended System Project, in compliance 
with CEQA and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The Authority is now issuing this 
new NOP to inform stakeholders (members of the public; Tribes; federal, state and local 
agencies; organizations, and other parties) about the Blended System Project and solicit their 
input on the scope of the EIR. The preparation of the San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 
EIR/EIS for the blended system will involve a scoping and public outreach process; development 
of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of environmental effects associated with the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the HSR system, including track, ancillary ^cilities, 
and stations, along the Caltrain corridor from San Francisco to San Jose. 

The Authority and Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) will hold scoping meetings and outreach 
activities as part of the CEQA/NEPA process.’ FRA is the federal lead agency for NEPA and will 
publish a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register, announcing that FRA is rescinding its 
2008 NOI and issuing a new NOI to initiate the federal environmental review process for the San 
Francisco to San Jose Project Section of the California HSR System, Blended System Project. 

Background 

In December 2008, the Authority and FRA, respectively, issued an NOP (SCH No. 2008122079) 
and NOI for preparing an EIR/EIS for the San Francisco to San Jose Project Section of the 
proposed California HSR System. In 2009, the Authority and FRA completed project scoping and 
made publicly available alternatives screening documents for the rail corridor that were based on 
an entirely grade separated four-track system between San Francisco and San Jose in which 
HSR would share tracks with Caltrain express commuter trains. This proposal generated 
concerns from communities along the Caltrain rail corridor because of the perceived magnitude of 
impacts to environmental and community resources. In response to these concerns, the Authority 
suspended further work on the EIR/EIS in mid-2011 so that it could consider the potential to blend 
HSR and Caltrain operations within a smaller project footprint (Authority 2011). In November 
2011, the Authority proposed blended operations for the San Francisco to San Jose Project 
Section, which would provide HSR service between the two cities without requiring a four-track 
system. 

In April 2012, the California High-Speed Rail Program Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 
2012) described the proposed blended system as primarily a two-track system that would be 


The Authority has prepared this Notice of Preparation voluntarily and is not waiving any rights it may have related to 
Surface Transportation Board jurisdiction and regulation of this proposed project under the Interstate Commerce 
Commission Termination Act of 1995, including any preemptive effect that A^ may have on CEQA as to this proposed 
project. 
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shared by Caltrain and HSR service, and other current passenger and freight raii tenants. The 
2012 Business Pian explained that the blended approach would significantly reduce community 
impacts as compared to the fully grade-separated four track system and be more cost effective, 
and therefore concluded that as allowed by law, the HSR project to be studied in the San 
Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS would be the Blended System Project. Other 
actions establishing the framework for blended operations along the Caltrain corridor included 
adoption of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Resolution No. 4056 
Memorandum of Understanding^ (MTC 2012), and passage of Senate Bills 1029’ and 557." 

Public Meetings 

Written comments on the scope of the San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS should 
be provided to the Authority by June 10,2016. Public scoping meetings are scheduled from 
May 23, 2016 to May 25, 2016. The scoping meetings will be held from 5:00 pm to 8:00 pm at 
the following locations: 

• San Francisco: Monday, May 23 

UCSF Mission Bay 
11500 Owens Street 
San Francisco, CA 94158 

• San Mateo: Tuesday, May 24 

San Mateo Marriott 
1770 S. Amphlett Boulevard 
San Mateo, CA 94402 

• Mountain View: Wednesday, May 25 

SFV Lodge 

361 Villa Street 

Mountain View, CA 94041 

Comments 

Written comments on the scope of the EIR/EIS should be sent to Mr. Mark McLoughlin, Director 
of Environmental Services, Attention: San Francisco to San Jose Section EIR/EIS, California 
High-Speed Rail Authority, 100 Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 95113, or via email with 
subject line “San Francisco to San Jose Section EIR/EIS” to: sanfrancisco saniose@hsr.ca.Qov. 
Comments may also be provided orally or in writing at the scoping meetings. 

For Further Information Contact 

Mr. Guy Preston, PE, Regional Delivery Manager, California High Speed Rail Authority, 100 
Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 95113. Telephone: (408) 277-1091, email: 
sanfrancisco saniose@hsr.ca.aov . 

Supplementary Information 

The Authority was established in 1996 and is authorized and directed by statute to undertake the 
planning and development of a proposed statewide HSR system that is fully coordinated with 


2 

The Authority and eight other San Francisco Bay Area agencies (Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board, City and 
County of San Francisco, San Francisco County Transportation Authority, Transbay Joint Powers Authority, San Mateo 
County Transportation Authority, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, City of San Jose, and MTC) approved MTC 
Resolution No. 4056 Memorandum of Understanding in March 2012. 

Senate Bill 1029, approved July 2012, amended the Budget Act of 2012 to appropriate funds for HSR projects in the San 
Francisco to San Jose corridor, consistent with the blended system strategy identified in the Authority's 2012 Business 
Plan, and MTC Resolution No. 4056. 

4 

Senate Bill 557 was passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor in 2013. It provides that any bond funds 
appropriated pursuant to Senate Bill 1029 shall be used solely to implement a blended system and that any track 
expansion beyond the blended system approach would require the approval of all nine parties to the MTC Resolution No. 
4056. 
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other public transportation services. In 2005, the Authority and FRA completed the Final Program 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the proposed 
California High-Speed Train System (Authority and FRA 2005) as the first phase of a tiered 
environmental review process. The Statewide Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005) 
analyzed a No Project/No Action Alternative, a Modal Alternative involving expanding freeways, 
airports, and conventional rail systems, and a HSR alternative using electric propulsion and steel- 
wheel-on-steel-rail vehicles capable of operating speeds of 220 mph on fully grade separated rail 
alignments with state-of-the art safety, signaling, and communication systems. The Authority 
certified the Statewide Program EIR under CEQA and approved the proposed HSR system, and 
FRA issued a Record of Decision under NEPA on the Statewide Program EIS. 

In approving the Statewide Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005), the Authority and FRA 
selected the HSR Alternative for intercity travel in California between the major metropolitan 
centers of Sacramento and the San Francisco Bay Area in the north, through the Central Valley, 
to the cities of Los Angeles and San Diego in the south, selected certain corridors/general 
alignments and general station locations for further study, committed to mitigation strategies and 
design practices, and specified further measures to guide the development of the HSR system at 
the site-specific project level of environmental review to avoid and minimize potential significant 
environmental impacts. The two agencies did not select corridors or station locations between the 
Bay Area and the Central Valley in 2005, however, but decided to prepare a second program 
EIR/EIS focused on this area. 

In 2008, the Authority and FRA completed the Final Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train 
Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2008), that further evaluated alignments and station 
locations within the broad corridor between and including the Altamont Pass and the Pacheco 
Pass to connect the Bay Area and Central Valley portions of the HSR system. The Authority and 
FRA selected the Pacheco Pass-San Francisco and San Jose termini network alternative, with 
preferred corridor alignments and station location options. The selected alignment uses the 
Caltrain rail right-of-way between San Francisco and San Jose along the San Francisco 
Peninsula, and the Pacheco Pass via Henry Miller Road, between San Jose and the Central 
Valley. Due to litigation, the Authority revised and recirculated its Bay Area to Central Valley 
Program EIR twice, eventually certifying the Partially Revised Final Program EIR in 2012 and 
approving the Pacheco Pass network alternative. Figure 2 identifies the statewide high-speed rail 
system. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS will tier from and build upon the previous 
work prepared for, and incorporated in the Statewide Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005), 
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2008), and Partially Revised 
Program EIR (Authority 2012) in accordance with Council on Environmental Quality regulations, 
(40 CFR 1508.28) and State CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations 15168(b)). The 
preparation of the San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS will involve the 
development of preliminary engineering designs and the assessment of potential environmental 
effects associated with the construction, operation, and maintenance of the HSR system in this 
project section. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS will describe the Blended System Project 
in detail (see also below); identify site-specific environmental impacts from construction, 
operation, and maintenance of the Blended System Project; identify specific mitigation measures 
to address those impacts; and incorporate appropriate design practices to avoid and minimize 
potential significant environmental impacts. The site characteristics, size, nature, and timing of 
the proposed project will be described as a basis for determining whether the impacts are 
potentially significant and whether impacts can be avoided, minimized, or mitigated. Information 
and documents regarding this HSR environmental review process will be made available through 
the Authority’s Internet site: httD://www.hsr.ca.aov . 

In addition to the CEQA and NEPA process, the Authority is required by law to publish a Business 
Plan, updated every two years, that includes a description of service type, chronology of 
statewide construction, estimate of capital costs per section, operating and maintenance costs. 
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environmental review schedule, and discussion of public and private funding availability. The 
2016 Business Plan, released In February 2016 and adopted on April 28,2016, describes phased 
implementation of the statewide HSR system. The 2016 Business Pian prioritizes construction 
between San Jose and the Central Valley, but also emphasizes the importance of extending HSR 
service from San Francisco to San Jose as soon as possible. 

Alternatives 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS wili considers No Action or No Project 
Alternative and one or more HSR Alternatives for the Blended System Project. The San 
Francisco to San Jose Project Section of the HSR system would connect to the San Jose to 
Merced Section at Diridon Station, which would extend HSR service from the San Francisco Bay 
Area to the Central Valley and Southern California. 

No Project Alternative; The No Project Alternative (No Action or No Build) represents conditions 
in the San Francisco to San Jose corridor as they exist in 2016 and as they would exist in future 
years based on projected growth, programmed and funded improvements to the intercity 
transportation system and other reasonably foreseeable projects through the implementation of 
Phase 1 operations in 2029, and a future year of operation in 2040, taking into account the 
following sources of information: the State Transportation Improvement Program, regional 
transportation plans for all modes of travel, airport plans, intercity passenger rail plans, and city 
and county plans. 

HSR Blended System Alternative(s); The Blended System Project follows the Caltrain right-of- 
way from San Francisco to San Jose. It would utilize existing and in-progress infrastructure 
developed by Caltrain for its electrification project, but require additional construction above and 
beyond electrification. The Blended System Project is anticipated to include the following, subject 
to continued planning and engineering following the scoping/outreach process: 

New and/or Upgraded Infrastructure 

• Track improvements to support higher speeds, including upgrades of tracks, trackbeds, 
ties, interlockings, and curve straightening 

• At least one set of passing tracks, with potential alternative locations for additional 
passing tracks 

• One terminal storage maintenance facility, with potential alternative locations 

• Improvements to existing bridges necessary to accommodate mixed traffic 

• Potential grade separations necessary to support blended operations 

• Installation of four-quadrant gates at remaining grade crossings 
Proposed Operations 

• High-speed rail vehicles operating with Caltrain on predominantly the same tracks 
between San Francisco and San Jose 

• Speeds of up to 110 miles per hour 

• Operations plan that would allow for up to 4 high-speed trains per hour/per direction in 
the peak period 

Upgrades to Existing Stations 

• Raised and straightened platforms, platform screens (or other safety features) and 
passenger facilities at 4®’ & King, Millbrae and Diridon stations. 
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Transbav Transit Center (TTC) and Downtown Extension (DTX) projects 

• The Authority proposes its Biended System Project wili reach the TTC in San Francisco 
via the pianned DTX 1.3-miie extension of passenger rail track from the current terminus 
at the Caitrain 4*” and King Station. The Transbay Joint Povt^ers Authority is handling 
both projects, which have been subject of separate environmental review. The TTC is 
currentiy under construction. The DTX is not yet under construction. Both projects will be 
addressed in the San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS. 

The seiected station iocation in the city of San Francisco is the Transbay Transit Center, but the 
Authority anticipates that the 4th and King Station would operate as an interim station untii 
compietion of the Transbay Transit Center, which is being constructed and funded by the 
Transbay Joint Powers Authority. Other HSR stations would be located in the city of Miilbrae at 
the existing Miiibrae BART/Caitrain Station and in the city of San Jose at the existing Diridon 
Station. These iocations were seiected by the Authority and FRA through the Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2008) considering the project purpose and need and 
the program objectives. 

Project Location 

The project iocation is shown on Figure 1. The project location relative to the HSR system as a 
whoie is shown in Figure 2. 

Probable Effects 

The EiR/EiS process wiil evaiuate and document the effects of the proposed project on the 
physicai, human, and naturai environment. The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 
Eil^EiS will evaluate the potential social, environmental and economic impacts of the 
construction and operation of the proposed blended system shared by Caitrain and HSR service, 
and other current passenger and freight rail tenants along the Caitrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose. Impact areas to be addressed include transportation, including impacts 
on existing passenger and freight rail tenants; safety and security; land use and zoning; land 
acquisition, displacements, and relocations; cumulative and secondary impacts; cultural resource 
impacts, including impacts on historical and archaeological resources and parklands/recreation 
areas; neighborhood compatibility and environmental justice; geology and paleontology impacts; 
natural resources impacts, including air quality, wetlands, water resources, noise and vibration, 
wildlife and ecosystems, including endangered species; energy and hazardous materials. 
Measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse impacts will be identified and evaluated. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS will be prepared in accordance with 
FRA's Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts (64 Fed. Reg. 28545 [May 26,1999]) 
and the Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations implementing NEPA at 40 CFR parts 
1500-1508. The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS also will address, as 
necessary, other applicable statutes, regulations, and executive orders, including (but not limited 
to) the Clean Water Act, Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Section 
4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, the Endangered Species Act, and Executive Order 
12898 on Environmental Justice. 

Scoping and Comments 

Public scoping meetings are an important component of the scoping process for the San 
Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS. The Authority encourages broad participation in 
the EIR process during scoping and review of the resulting environmental documents. Comments 
and suggestions are invited from all interested agencies. Native American tribes, and the public 
at-large so that the full range of issues related to the proposed action and all reasonable 
alternatives are addressed and significant issues are identified. In particular, the Authority is 
interested in determining whether there are areas of environmental concern where there might be 
a potential for significant impacts at the project level. Public agencies with jurisdiction are 
requested to advise the Authority of the applicable permit and environmental review requirements 


California High-Speed Rail System Notice of Preparation 

'e.1-5 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section Environmental impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 


Page I 5 




of each agency and the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to 
the agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Public agencies 
are requested to advise the Authority if they anticipate taking a major action in connection with 
the proposed project and if they wish to cooperate in the preparation of the project-level San 
Francisco to San Jose Project Section EIR/EIS. The scoping meetings described in this NOP will 
also be advertised locally and included in additional public notification. 

Public agencies are requested to send their responses to this NOP to the Authority within 30 days 
after receipt of this notice and no later than June 10, 2016. Send responses, comments, or 
questions regarding this Project to Mark A. McLoughlin, Director of Environmental Services for 
the California High Speed Rail Authority at the address shown above. 



Mark A. McLoughlin 

Director of Environmental Services 

California High-Speed Rail Authority 
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Figure 1. San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 



California High-Speed Rail System Notice of Preparation 

Page I 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 



















Figure 2. Statewide HSR System 
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NOP/NOI Distribution List 


Agency 

Recipients 

Delivery Methods 

Responsibie Agencies 

Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District 

Jack Broadbent 

USPS Certified Mail 

California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (CDFW) 

Charlton Bonham 

Julie Vance 

Sarah Paulson 

Scott Wilson 

Craig Weightman 

USPS Certified Mail and Email 

California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) 

Malcolm Dougherty 

Bijan Sartipi 

USPS Certified Mail 

California Public Utilities 

Commission (CPUC) 

Timothy Sullivan 

Daniel Kevin 

USPS Certified Mail and Email 

California State Lands Commission 

Jennifer Lucchesi 

USPS Certified Mail 

California State Water Resources 
Control board 

Thomas Howard 

Clifford Harvey 

USPS Certified Mail and Email 

San Francisco Bay Area 

Conservation and Development 
Commission (BCDC) 

Lawrence Goidzband 

USPS Certified Mail 

San Francisco Bay Regional Water 
Quality Control Board 

Bruce Wolfe 

USPS Certified Mail 

Resource Agencies 

California State Parks, Qffice of 
Historic Preservation (SHPO) 

Julianne Polanco 

Kathleen Forrest 

Email 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) 

Calvin Fong 

Bryan Matsumoto 

Zachary Simmons 

Regular Mail 

U.S. DQC, National Qceanicand 
Atmospheric Administration (NQAA) 

Monica Gutierrez 

Rhonda Reed 

Email 

U.S. DOI, Bureau of Reclamation 
(BQR) 

Lauren Frye 

Email 

U.S. DOT, Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) 

David Valenstein 

Stephanie Perez 

Melissa Hatcher 

Regular Mail 

U.S. DOT, Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) 

David Navecky 

Vicki Rutson 

Regular Mail 

U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency (USEPA) 

Clifton Meek 

Carolyn Mulvihill 

Sarvy Mahdavi 

Regular Mail and Email 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) 

Ken Sanchez 

Thomas Leeman 

Email 

TranSystems 

Lynne Marie Whately 

Rebecca Valdez 

Email 

County Cierks 

County of San Mateo 

Mark Church 

Regular Mail 

County of Santa Clara 

Regina Alcomendras 

Regular Mail 

Other Federal Agencies 

Federal Emergency Management 
Agency 

Robert Fenton 

Regular Mail 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Andrew Lawrence 

Regular Mail 

U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development 

Wayne Sauseda 

Regular Mail 
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Agency 

Recipients 

Delivery Methods 

U.S. Department of the Interior, 

Office of Environmental Policy and 
Compliance 

Mary Josie Blanchard 

Regular Mail 

U.S. DOT, Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) 

Vincent Mammano 

Regular Mail 

U.S. DOT Federai Transit 
Administration (FTA) 

Peter Rogoff 

Regular Mail 

Other State Agencies 

California Air Resources Board 

Richard Corey 

Email 

California Department of 

Conservation 

David Bunn 

Regular Mail 

California Department of Generai 
Services 

Daniei C’Brien 

Email 

California Department of Housing 
and Community Development 

Ben Metcaif 

Regular Mail 

California Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

Lisa Mangat 

Regular Mail 

California Department of Public 

Health 

Karen Smith 

Regular Mail 

California Department of Resources 
Recycling and Recovery 

Scott Smith line 

Regular Mail 

California Department of Toxic 
Substances Controi 

Barbara Lee 

Janet Naito 

Regular Mail and Email 

California Department of Water 
Resources 

Mark Cowin 

Regular Mail 

California Energy Commission 

Robert Cglesby 

Email 

California Native American Heritage 
Commission 

Cynthia Gomez 

Regular Mail 

California Native Plant Society 

Daniel Gluesenkamp 

Email 

California Natural Resources 

Agency 

John Laird 

Regular Mail 

California Natural Resources 
Conservation Service 

Carios Suarez 

Regular Mail 

California Transportation 

Commission 

Susan Bransen 

Email 

California Office of Planning and 
Research 

Ken Alex 

Regular Mail 

other Agencies 

Alameda-Contra Costa Transit 

District 

H.E. Christian Peepies 

Michael Hursh 

Regular Mail and Email 

Altamont Commuter Express 

Stacey Mortensen 

Email 

Association of Bay Area 

Governments (ABAG) 

Ezra Rapport 

Miriam Chion 

Email 

Bay Area Council 

Jim Wunderman 

Email 

City/County Association of 
Governments of San Mateo County 

Sandy Wong 

Email 

County of San Mateo 

John Maitbie 

Juan Raigoza 

Email 

County of Santa Ciara 

Jeffrey Smith 

Regular Mail 

Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC) 

Steve Heminger 

Ken Kirkey 

Email 

Mineta Transportation Institute 

Rod Diridon 

Regular Mail 

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 

Transit (BART) 

Grace Crunican 

Janie Layton 

Regular Mail 
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Agency 

Recipients 

Delivery Methods 

San Francisco Bay Trail Project 

Laura Thompson 

Maureen Gaffney 

Email 

San Francisco County 

Transportation Authority 

Tilly Chang 

Regular Mail 

San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency (SFMTA) 

Tom Nolan 

Regular Mail 

San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission 

Harlan Kelly Jr. 

Regular Mail 

San Francisquito Creek Joint 

Powers Authority 

Len Materman 

Email 

San Mateo County Transportation 
Authority 

Jim Hartnett 

Regular Mail 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation 
Authority (VTA) 

Nuria Fernandez 

Regular Mail 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 
(SCVWD) 

Norma Camacho 

Regular Mail 

South Bay historical Railroad 

Society 

Lorie Garcia 

Regular Mail 

Transbay Joint Powers Authority 

Maria Ayerdi-Kaplan 

Regular Mall 

Union Pacific Railroad 

Lance Fritz 

Regular Mail 

Agencies Receiving General Notification 

Capital Corridor Joint Powers Authority 

Regular Mail 

California Highway Patrol 

Regular Mail 

California Public Utilities Commission 

Regular Mail 

city and County of San Francisco 

Regular Mall 

Coast Rail Coordinating Council 

Regular Mall 

San Francisco City and County Department of Public Health 

Regular Mall 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Regular Mall 

U.S. Geological Survey National Center 

Regular Mall 
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Federal Register/ Vol, 81, No. 89/Monday, May 9, 2016/Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

[Docket Number FRA-2000-*7257, Notice 
Number 6] 

Northeast Corridor Safety Advisory 
Committee; Notice of Meeting 

AGENCY: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA), Department of 
Transportation. 

ACTION: Announcement of Northeast 
Corridor Safety Advisory Committee 
(NECSC) meeting. 

SUMMARY: FRA announces the sixth 
meeting of the NECSC, a Federal 
Advisory Committee mandated by 
section 212 of the Passenger Rail 
Investment and Improvement Act of 
2008 (PRIIA). The NECSC is composed 
of stakeholders operating on the 
Northeast Corridor (NEC), and its 
purpose is to provide annual 
recommendations to the U.S. Secretary 
of Transportation. NECSC meeting 
topics will include the following: 
Maintenance-of*way fatigue, 
presentations on the NEC's future and 
NEC construction projects, Tier III 
passenger equipment rulemaking, the 
Confidential Close Call Reporting 
System (C^RS), Amtrak 160 mph waiver 
requests, split rail derails on track 
leading to the NEC, and a general 
discussion of safety issues. 

DATES: The NECSC meeting is 
scheduled to begin at 9:30 a.m. on 
Wednesday, May 25, 2016, and will 
adjourn by 4:30 p.m. 

ADDRESSES: The NECSC meeting will be 
held at the National Housing Center 
located at 1201 15th Street NW,, 
Washington, DC 20005. The meeting is 
open to the public on a first-come, first- 
served basis and is accessible to 
individuals with disabilities. Sign and 
oral interpretation can be made 
available if requested 10 calendar days 
before the meeting. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Larry Woolverton, RSAC Administrative 
Officer/Coordinator, FRA, 1200 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Mailstop 25, 
Washington, DC 20590, (202) 493-6212; 
or Mr. Robert C. Lauby, Associate 
Administrator for Railroad Safety and 
Chief Safety Officer, FRA, 1200 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Mailstop 25, 
Washington, DC 20590, (202) 493-6474. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
NECSC is mandated by a statutory 
provision in section 212 of the PRIIA 
(codified at 49 U.S.C. 24905(f)). The 
NECSC is chartered by the U.S. 

Secretary of Transportation, and is an 
official Federal Advisory Committee 


established in accordance with the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C. 
title S^Appendix. 

Issued in Washington, DC on May 3, 2016. 
Patrick T. Warren, 

Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety 
Compliance and Program implementation. 
[FR Dot. 2016-10774 Filed 5-6-16; 8;45 Qm|l 
eiLUNG CODE 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement for 
the California High Speed Rail System 
San Francisco to San Jose Section, CA 

AGENCY: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA), Department of 
Transportation (DOT). 

ACTION: Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS). _ 

SUMMARY: Through this NOI, FRA 
announces its intent to jointly prepare 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
and Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) with the California High-Speed 
Rail Authority (Authority) for the San 
Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail (HSR) 
System, Blended System Project 
(Blended System Project or Project). 

FRA invites the public and all interested 
parties to provide comments on the 
scope of the EIR/EIS, including the 
proposed purpose and need, the 
alternatives to consider, potential 
environmental impacts of concern, and 
methodologies for analysis of impacts. 
Through this NOI, FRA also rescinds its 
December 2006 NOI for the San 
Francisco to San Jose Section. 

FRA and the Authority will develop 
the EIR/EIS in compliance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). FRA and the 
Authority will hold scoping meetings 
and outreach activities as part of the 
NEPA/CEQA process. Federal 
cooperating agencies for the EIR/EIS are 
the Surface Transportation Board (STB) 
and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USAGE). 

DATES: Written comments on the scope 
of the San Francisco to San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS must be provided to the 
Authority by June 8, 2016. 

Public scoping meetings are 
scheduled in May 2016: FRA and the 
Authority will hold the scoping 
meetings between 5:00 p.m. and 8:00 
p.m. at the following dates: 


• San Francisco: Monday. May 23, 
2016. 

• San Mateo: Tuesday. May 24, 2016. 

• Mountain View: Wednesday, May 
25, 2016. 

The Authority will make scoping 
materials and information concerning 
the scoping meetings available on the 
Authority's Web site: http://hsr.ca.gov/ 
Programs/Statewide_Rail_ 
Modernization/project_sections/ 
sanfrancisco_sanjoseMtmL 
ADDRESSES: You can send written 
comments on the scope to Mr. Mark 
McLoughlin, Director of Environmental 
Services, Attention: San Francisco to 
San Jose Section EIR/EIS, California 
High-Speed Rail Authority, 770 L Street, 
Suite 1160, Sacramento, CA 95814, or 
via email with subject line *'San 
Francisco to San Jose Section EIR/EIS" 
to: comnienfs@hsr.co.gov. 

You may provide comments orally or 
in writing at scoping meetings. FRA and 
the Authority will hold the scoping 
meetings between 5:00 p.m. and 8:00 
p.m. at the following locations; 

• San Francisco: University of 
California, San Francisco Mission Bay, 
11500 Owens Street, San Francisco, CA 
94158. 

• San Mateo: San Mateo Marriott, 
1770 South Amphlett Boulevard, San 
Mateo, CA 94402. 

• Mountain View: SFV Lodge, 361 
Villa Street, Mountain View, CA 94041. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. 
Stephanie Perez, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, Office of Program 
Delivery, Federal Railroad 
Administration, 1200 New Jersey 
Avenue SE., (Mail Stop 20), 

Washington, DC 20590; Telephone; 

(202) 493-0388, email; 
stephanie.perez^dot.gov, or Mr. Guy 
Preston, Regional Delivery Manager, 
California High Speed Rail Authority, 
100 Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 
95113, Telephone: (400) 277-1091 or 
sanfrancisco^sanjose@hsr.ca.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION; FRA is an 
operating administration of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation and is 
responsible for overseeing the safely of 
railroad operations, including the safety 
of any proposed high-speed ground 
transportation system. FRA is also 
authorized to provide, subject to 
appropriations, funding for high-speed 
and intercity passenger rail projects and 
is also authorized to provide loans and 
other financial support for railroad 
investments. FRA is conducting this 
review under NEPA because it may 
provide funding or financing for this 
project in the future. STB and USAGE 
are Federal cooperating agencies on the 
EIS. STB has approval authority under 
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49 U.S.C, 10901 over the constnictSon 
and operation of the proposed California 
HSR System* USAGE has jurisdiction 
under Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act. 

The Authority was established in 
1996 and is authorized and directed by 
statute to undertake the planning and 
development of a proposed statewide 
HSR network fully coordinated with 
other public transportation services. In 
2005, the Authority and FRA completed 
a Final Program EIR/EIS for the 
Proposed California HSR System 
(Statewide Program EIR/EIS), as the first 
phase of a tiered environmental review 
process. The Statewide Program EIR/EIS 
analyzed a No Project/No Action 
Alternative: a Modal Alternative 
involving expanding freeways, airports, 
and conventional rail systems; and a 
HSR alternative using electric 
propulsion and steel-wheel-on-steel-rail 
vehicles capable of operating speeds of 
220 mph on fully grade separated rail 
alignments with state-of-the-art safety, 
signaling, and communication systems. 
The Authority certified the Statewide 
Program EIR under CEQA and approved 
the proposed HSR System, and FRA 
issued a Record of Decision under 
NEPA on the Statewide Program EIS* 

In approving the Statewide Program 
EIR/EIS, FRA and the Authority selected 
the HSR Alternative for intercity travel 
in California between the major 
metropolitan centers of Sacramento and 
the San Francisco Bay Area in the north, 
through the Central Valley, to Los 
Angeles and San Diego in the south. The 
Authority and FRA also selected certain 
corridors/general alignments and 
general station locations for further 
study: committed to mitigation 
strategies and design practices; and 
specified further measures to guide the 
development of the HSR system at the 
site-specific project level of 
environmental review to avoid and 
minimize potential adverse 
environmental impacts* FRA and the 
Authority did not select corridors or 
station locations between the Central 
Valley and the Bay Area in 2005. Rather, 
they decided to prepare a second 
program EIR/EIS for that area. 

In 2008, the Authority and FRA 
further evaluated alignments and station 
locations within the broad corridor 
between and including the Altamont 
Pass and the Pacheco Pass to connect 
the Bay Area and Central Valley 
portions of the HSR system in the Bay 
Area to the Central Valley High-Speed 
Train Program EIR/EIS. Based on that 
EIR/EIS, the Authority and FRA selected 
the Pacheco Pass^—San Francisco and 
San Jose termini network alternative, 
including corridor alignments and 


station location options* The selected 
corridor alignment uses the Cal train rail 
right-of-way, between San Francisco 
and San Jose along the San Francisco 
Peninsula, and the Pacheco Pass via 
Henry Miller Road, between San Jose 
and Lhe Central Valley. 

In December 2008, the Authority and 
FRA respectively issued a notice of 
preparation and notice of intent to 
prepare an EIR/EIS for the project-level 
San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
proposed California HSR System. In 
2009, the Authority and FRA completed 
project scoping and provided the public 
with alternatives screening documents. 
These alternatives screening documents 
were for a rail corridor based on an 
entirely grade separated a four-track 
system between San Francisco and San 
Jose where HSR would share tracks with 
Cal train express commuter trains. 
Communities along the Caltrain corridor 
expressed concerns with this proposal 
because of the perceived magnitude of 
impacts to environmental and 
community resources. In response to 
these concerns, the Authority 
suspended further work on the EIR/EIS 
in mid-2011 to consider blending the 
HSR and Caltrain operations within a 
smaller project footprint. In November 
2011, the Authority proposed blended 
operations for the HSR section between 
San Francisco and San Jose, which 
would still provide HSR and Caltrain 
service between the two cities without 
requiring a four-track system for the 
Project. 

The San Francisco Ko San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS will describe the Blended 
System Project in detail, identify site- 
specific environmental impacts from 
construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the Blended System 
Project; identify specific mitigation 
measures to address those impacts; and 
incorporate appropriate design practices 
to avoid and minimize potential adverse 
environmental impacts. The EIR/EiS 
will describe the site characteristics, 
size, nature, and timing of the proposed 
action as a basis for determining 
whether the impacts are potentially 
significant and whether impacts can be 
avoided, minimized, or mitigated. The 
Authority will provide information and 
documents regarding this EIR/EIS on the 
Authority's Web site: http:// 
mvivMsr.ca.gov. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS will tier from, and build upon, 
the Statewide Program EIR/EIS and the 
Bay Area to Central Valley HSR Program 
EIR/EIS consistent with Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ] 
regulations, (40 CFR 1508.28] and State 
CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of 
Regulations 15168(b]]. 


In addition to the NEPA and CEQA 
process, the Authority is required by 
law to publish a Business Plan, updated 
every two years, which includes a 
description of service type, chronology 
of statewide construction, estimate of 
capital costs per segment, operating and 
maintenance costs, environmental 
review schedule, and discussion of 
public and private funding availability. 
The Draft 2016 Business Plan, which the 
Authority released in February, 
describes a phased implementation of 
the statewide HSR system. The Dfaft 
2016 Plan prioritizes construction 
between San Jose and the Central 
Valley, but also emphasizes the 
importance of extending HSR service 
from San Francisco to San Jose as soon 
as possible. 

Purpose and Need 

The purpose of the proposed HSR 
system is to provide a new mode of 
high-speed intercity travel that would 
link major metropolitan areas of the 
state; interface with international 
airports, mass transit, and highways: 
and provide added capacity to meet 
increases in intercity travel demand in 
California in a manner sensitive to and 
protective of California's unique natural 
resources- The need for a HSR system is 
directly related to the expected growth 
in population, and increases in intercity 
travel demand in California over the 
next twenty years and beyond. With the 
growth in travel demand, there will be 
an increase in travel delays arising from 
the growing congestion on California's 
highways and at airports. In addition, 
there will be negative effects on the 
economy, quality of life, and air quality 
in and around California's metropolitan 
areas from a transportation system that 
will become less reliable as travel 
demand increases. The intercity 
highway system, commercial airports, 
and conventional passenger rail serving 
the intercity travel market are currently 
operating at or near capacity, and will 
require large public investments for 
maintenance and expansion to meet 
existing demand and future growth. The 
proposed HSR System is designed to 
address some of the social, economic, 
and environmental problems associated 
with transportation congestion in 
California. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Section 
meets this purpose and need by; 

• Connecting the San Francisco Bay 
Area to the rest of the statewide HSR 
system, including the Central Valley 
and Southern California; 

• Incorporating HSR into the 
intermodal hubs at San Francisco, 
Millbrac and San Jose, thereby 
providing interfaces with airports (San 
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Francisco International Airport and 
Norman J. Mineta San Jose International 
Airport], mass transit (BART, Caltrain, 
Capitol Corridor, Amtrak, and light-rail 
and bus services), and highways, 
resulting in local and regional 
transportation hubs; 

• Serving a large base of riders in the 
densely populated San Francisco and 
San lose metropolitan areas; and 

• Reaching station locations with 
existing and planned transit oriented 
development potential. 

Alternatives 

The San Francisco to San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS will consider a No Action or No 
Project Alternative and one or more 
HSR Alternatives for the San Francisco 
to San Jose corridor. The San Francisco 
to San Jose Section of the HSR system 
would connect to the San Jose to 
Merced Section at Diridon Station, 
which would extend HSR service from 
the San Francisco Bay Area to the 
Central Valley and Southern California. 

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative (No Project 
or No Build) represents conditions in 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor 
as they exist in 2016, and as they would 
exist in future years based on projected 
growth, programmed and funded 
improvements to the intercity 
transportation system, and other 
reasonably foreseeable projects through 
the implementation of Phase 1 
operations in 2029, and a future year of 
operation in 2040. The No Action 
alternative takes into account the 
following sources of information: State 
Transportation Improvement Program; 
Regional Transportation Plans for all 
modes of travel; airport plans; intercity 
passenger rail plans; and city and 
county plans. 

HSR Blended System Altemative(s) 

The Blended System Project would 
follow the Caltrain right-of-way from 
San Francisco to San Jose. It would 
utilize existing and in-progress 
infrastructure Caltrain developed for its 
electrification project, but require 
construction in addition to 
electrification. The Blended System 
Project is anticipated to include the 
following, subject to continued planning 
and engineering following the scoping/ 
outreach process: 

New and/or Upgraded Infrastructure 

• Track improvements to support 
higher speeds, including upgrades of 
tracks, trackbeds, ties, interlockings, and 
possible curve straightening; 

• At least one passing track, with 
potential alternative locations for the 
passing track; 


• One terminal storage maintenance 
facility, with potential alternative 
locations; 

• Improvements to existing bridges 
necessary to accommodate mixed traffic; 

• Potential grade separations 
necessary to support blended 
operations; and 

• Installation of quad gates at 
remaining grade crossings. 

Proposed Operations 

• High-speed rail vehicles operating 
over mostly the same tracks between 
San Francisco and San Jose; 

• Speeds of up to 110 miles per hour; 
and 

• Operations plan that would allow 
for up to 4 HSR vehicles per hour/per 
direction in the peak period. 

Upgrades to Existing Stations 

• Raised and straightened platforms, 
platform screens (or other safety 
features) and passenger facilities at 4th 
& King, Millbrae and Diridon stations. 
Transbay Transit Center (TTC) and 
Downtown Extension DTX projects 

• The Authority proposes its Blended 
System Project will reach the TTC in 
San Francisco via the planned 1.3-mile 
extension of passenger rail track from 
the current terminus at the Caltrain 4th 
and King station. 

• The Transbay Joint Powers 
Authority is the state lead agency for 
both projects, which have been the 
subject of separate environmental 
review. 

• The TTC is currently under 
construction. The DTX is not yet under 
construction. 

• Both projects will be addressed in 
the San Francisco to San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS. 

During the Programmatic review phase, 
FRA and the Authority selected the 
Transbay Transit Center as the station 
location in the city of San Francisco. 
However, the Authority anticipates that 
the 4th and King Station would operate 
as an interim station until completion of 
the Transbay Transit Center which the 
Transbay Joint Powers Authority is 
constructing and funding. Other HSR 
stations would be located in the city of 
Millbrae at the existing Millbrae BART/ 
Caltrain Station, and in the city of San 
Jose at the existing Diridon Station. FRA 
and Authority selected these locations 
through the Bay Area to Central Valley 
HSR Final Program EIR/EIS. 

Probable Effects 

The EIR/EIS will evaluate and 
document the effects of the proposed 
project on the physical, human, and 
natural environment. FRA and the 
Authority will continue the tiered 


evaluation of all potentially significant 
environmental, social, and economic 
impacts of the construction and 
operation of the HSR system. The San 
Francisco to San Jose EIR/EIS will 
address appropriate resource areas 
including; Transportation, including 
impacts on existing passenger and 
freight rail tenants; safety and security; 
land use and zoning; land acquisition, 
displacements, and relocations; 
cumulative and secondary impacts; 
cultural resource impacts, including 
impacts on historical and archaeological 
resources; parklands/recreation areas; 
neighborhood compatibility and 
environmental justice; geology and 
paleontology impacts; natural resource 
impacts including air quality, wetlands, 
water resources, noise and vibration, 
energy, wildlife and ecosystems, 
including endangered species, energy 
and hazardous materials. The EIR/EIS 
will also identify and evaluate measures 
to avoid, minimize, and mitigate 
adverse impacts. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS will be prepared consistent 
with FRA's Procedures for Considering 
Environmental Impacts (64 FR 28545, 
May 26,1999) and the CEQ's regulations 
implementing NEPA at 40 CFR parts 
1500-1508. The San Francisco to San 
Jose Section EIR/EIS also will address, 
as necessary, other applicable statutes, 
regulations, and executive orders, 
including the Clean Air Act, Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(Section 106) of 1966, Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act, the 
Endangered Species Act, and Executive 
Order 12898 on Environmental Justice. 

FRA funding or approval of the San 
Francisco to San Jose Section would be 
a Federal undertaking with the potential 
to affect historic properties. As such, it 
is subject to the requirements of Section 
106. Consistent with the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation's 
(ACHP) regulations implementing 
Section 106, FRA intends to coordinate 
compliance with Section 106 of this Act 
with the preparation of the San 
Francisco to San Jose Section EIR/EIS, 
beginning with the identification of 
consulting parties in a manner 
consistent with the standards set out in 
36 CFR 000.8. Under the Programmatic 
Agreement among FRA, ACHP, the 
California State Historic Preservation 
Officer, and the Authority, FRA and the 
Authority will conduct a phased review 
of effects on historic properties 
consistent with 36 CFR 800.4(b)(2). FRA 
invites the public and interested parties 
to provide comments on the potential 
effects of the proposed alternatives on 
historic properties within the San 
Francisco to San Jose Section. In 


F.1-3 




Federal Register/VoL 81, No. 89/Monday, May 9, 2016/Notices 


28157 


response to this NOI, a member of the 
public or other interested party may also 
request to participate in the Section 106 
process as a consulting party under 36 
CFR part 800. 

Scoping and Comments 

FRA encourages broad participation 
in the EIS process during scoping and 
review of the resulting environmental 
documents. FRA invites Native 
American Tribes, interested agencies, 
and the public at large to participate in 
the scoping process to ensure the EIR/ 
EIS addresses the full range of issues 
related to the proposed action and 
reasonable alternatives, and that all 
significant issues are identified. FRA 
requests that any public agency having 
jurisdiction over an aspect of the Project 
identify the applicable permit and 
environmental review requirements of 
the agency and the scope and content of 
the environmental information germane 
to the agency's jurisdiction over the 
Project, Public agencies are requested to 
advise FRA if they anticipate taking a 
major action in connection with the 
proposed project and if they wish to 
participate as a cooperating agency for 
the San Francisco to San Jose Section 
EIR/EIS. 

FRA and the Authority have 
scheduled public scoping meetings 
which are an important component of 
the scoping process for both the State 
and Federal environmental review. The 
Authority will advertise the scoping 
meetings described in this NOI locally 
and be included with any additional 
public notificalion. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 4, 2016, 
Jamie Rennert, 

Director, O/jfjceo/Prograni Delivery. 

(FR Doc. 2016-10959 Filed 5-6-16; 6 45 nm] 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Transit Administration 

[FTA Docket No. 2016-0021] 

Notice of Request for the Extension of 
a Currently Approved Information 
Collection 

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration, 
DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of request for comments. 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this 
notice announces the intention of the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to 
request the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) to renew the following 
information collection: 


49 U.S.C. Section 5337 State of Good 
Repair Program 

OMB Control No.: 2132-0577. 

49 U.S.C. Section 5337, the State of 
Good Repair Grants Program was 
authorized by Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21sl Century (MAP-21). 
It was reauthorized under the Fixing 
America's Surface Transportation 
(FAST) Act Section 3015. This program 
authorizes the Secretary of 
Transportation to make grants to 
designated recipients to maintain, 
replace, and rehabilitate high intensity 
fixed guideway systems and high 
intensity motorbus systems. Eligible 
recipients include state and local 
government authorities in urbanized 
areas with high intensity fixed 
guideway systems and/or high intensity 
motorbus systems operating for at least 
seven years. Projects are funded at 80 
percent federal with a 20 percent local 
match requirement by statute. FTA will 
apportion funds to designated 
recipients. The designated recipients 
will then allocate funds as appropriate 
to recipients that are public entities in 
the urbanized areas. ^A can make 
grants to direct recipients after sub¬ 
allocation of funds. Recipients apply for 
grants electronically, and FTA collects 
milestone and financial status reports 
from designated recipients on a 
quarterly basis. The information 
submitted ensures FTA's compliance 
with applicable federal laws. 

DATES: Comments must be submitled 
before July 8, 2016. 

ADDRESSES: To ensure that your 
comments are not entered more than 
once into the docket, submit comments 
identified by the docket number by only 
one of the following meShods: 

1. Web site: www.regulattons.gov. 
Follow the instructions for submitting 
comments on the U,S. Government 
electronic docket site, (Note: The U.S, 
Department of Transportation's (DOT's) 
electronic docket is no longer accepting 
electronic comments.) All electronic 
submissions must be made to the U.S. 
Government electronic docket site at 
WWW.regulations.gov. Commonters 
should follow the directions below for 
mailed and hand-delivered comments. 

2. Fox.-202-493^2251, 

3. Mail: U,S. Department of 
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey 
Avenue SE., Docket Operations, M-30, 
West Building, Ground Floor, Room 
W12^140, Washington. DC 20590-0001, 

4. Hand Delivery: U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey 
Avenue SE., Docket Operations, M-30. 
West Building, Ground Floor, Room 
Wl2^140, Washington, DC 20590-0001 
between 9:00 a.m, and 5:00 p,m,, 


Monday through Friday, except federal 
holidays. 

Instructions: You must include the 
agency name and docket number for this 
notice at the beginning of your 
comments. Submit two copies of your 
comments if you submit them by mail* 
For confirmation that FTA has received 
your comments, include a self- 
addressed stamped postcard. Note that 
all comments received, including any 
personal information, will be posted 
and will be available to Internet users, 
without change, to www.regulations.gov. 
You may review DOT's complete 
Privacy Act Statement in the Federal 
Register published April 11, 2000, fG5 
FR 19477), or you may visit 
www.regulations.gov. Docket: For access 
to the docket to read background 
documents and comments received, go 
to www.regulations.gov any time. 
Background documents and comments 
received may also be viewed at the U.S, 
Department of Transportation, 1200 
New Jersey Avenue SE,. Docket 
Operations, M-30, West Building, 
Ground Floor, Room Wl2-140, 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 between 
9:00 a,m, and 5:00 p.ra„ Monday 
through Friday, except federal holidays, 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Eric Hut Office of Program Management 
(202) 366-0870, or email: Eric.Hu<^ 
dot.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Interested 
parties are invited to send comments 
regarding any aspect of this information 
collection, including; (1) The necessity 
and utility of the information collection 
for the proper performance of the 
functions of the FTA; (2) the accuracy 
of the estimated burden: (3) ways to 
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity 
of thfe collected information; and (4) 
ways to minimize the collection burden 
without reducing the quality of the 
collected information. Comments 
submitted in response to this notice will 
be summarized and/or included in the 
request for OMB approval of this 
information collection. 

Respondents: Stale and local 
governments. 

Estimated Annual Burden on 
Respondents: 58 hours per submission. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden: 

9,120 hours. 

Frequency: Annual. 

William Hyre, 

Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Administration. 

fFR Dot. 2O16-10B37 Filed 5-6-16: 8:45 am] 
BtLUNG CODE P 
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CALIFORNIA High-Speed Rail Authority 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority is responsible for planning, designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system 
in the nation. California high-speed rail will connect the mega-regions of the state, contribute to economic development and a cleaner 
environment, create jobs, and preserve agricultural and protected lands. By 2029, the system will run from San Francisco to the 
Los Angeles basin in under three hours at speeds capable of over 200 miles per hour. The system will eventually extend to Sacramento 
and San Diego, totaling 800 miles with up to 24 stations. In addition, the Authority is working with regional partners to implement a 
statewide rail modernization program that invests billions of dollars in local and regional rail lines to meet the state's 21st century 
transportation needs. 


The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting the 
cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with proposed stations at 
4th and King and/orTransbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae), and San Jose. 


The approximately 51-mile project section is planned to be a blended system which will support a modernized Caltrain service and 
high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. This approach minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project cost, 
improves safety and expedites implementation. 


The Public Scoping Meetings are being held to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions and submit 
feedback. 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


SAN FRANCISCO 
Monday, May 23,2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 
Tuesday, May 24,2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 
Wednesday, May 25,2016 
SFV Lodge 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


LANGUAGE AND OTHER NEEDS 

INTERPRETACION AL ESPANOL ESTARA DISPONIBLE EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES. 

SE CO SAN THONG D!CH TIENG VIETTAI TAT CA CAC CUOC HOP. 

MAGKAKAROON NG PAGSASALIN SA WIKANGTAGALOG SA LAHAT NG MGA PULONG. 

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made 

72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting date. 

Please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943. 




















SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section extends from the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco southward to Diridon Station in 
San Jose. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS & SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

For important additional information contained in the NOP and NOI, please visit: 
www.hsr.ca.gov/Prograiins/Statewide_Rail_Modemization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html 

As part of the environmental process, the Au¬ 
thority is holding Public Scoping Meetings to 
receive comments. 

All comments will be considered in the prepa¬ 
ration of the environmental documents and 
become part of the record. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS 

Public scoping comments will be received until 
June 10, 2016. Submit comments via: 

Mail: Mark A. McLoughlin 

Director of Environmental Services 
ATTN: San Francisco to San Jose 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 206 
San Jose, CA 95113 

Electronic: 

Place name of Project Section in subject line: 
san.froncisco_son.jose@hsr.ca.gov 


Phone: 

(800) 435-8670 
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CALIFORNIA, NATION, WORLD AND BUSINESS 


AROUND THE GLOBE 


WORLD 

■Canadian fire officiais said Sunday they reached 
a turning point in fighting an enormous wiidfire, 

hoping to get a “death grip’” on the blaze that 
devastated Canada’s oil sands town of Fort 
McMurray amid cooler temperatures and 
light rain. Meanwhile, a massive evacuation 
of residents displaced by the blaze came to 
an end. Chad Morrison of Alberta Wildfire 
told a news conference he’s “very happy” and 
called it great firefighting weather. With cooler 
temperatures in the next three or four days, 
he said firefighters should be able to put out 
hot spots. And it has allowed them to further 
protect fire-ravaged Fort McMurray. 

■ North Korean ieader Kim Jong Un said his coun¬ 
try wiii not use its nuciear weapons uniess its 
sovereignty is invaded and announced a five-year 
economic pian at a miiestone congress of North 
Korea’s ruiing party, which entered its third day 
Sunday. Kim said he is ready to improve ties 
with “hostile” nations, and called for more talks 
with rival South Korea to reduce misunder¬ 
standing and distrust. He also urged the United 
States to stay away from inter-Korean issues. At 
the congress, Kim also announced a five-year 
plan starting this year to develop the North’s 
moribund economy, and identified improving 
the country’s power supply and increasing its 
agricultural and light-manufacturing production 
as critical parts of the program. — Wire report 


Ruling could limit federal marijuana prosecutions 


By Sudhin Thanawala 

The Associated Press 


Holland Gregg and his family have fought fed¬ 
eral marijuana charges for more than three 
years, arguing that the roughly 70 marijuana 
plants investigators found on their Washington 
property were for their own medicinal use and 
fully complied with state law. 

A federal jury last year convicted Gregg, 
his mother and his wife of growing 50 to 100 
marijuana plants — amounts their attorney 
said are in compliance with state medical 
marijuana law. With prison sentences loom¬ 
ing, they have now turned to a recent act of 
Congress that they say should have stopped 
the U.S. Department of Justice from prosecut¬ 
ing them because they were doing what their 
state allowed. Marijuana is illegal under fed¬ 
eral law, and the DOJ disagrees with Gregg’s 
understanding of the new law. 

“It’s been the hardest thing I’ve ever had to 
deal with in my life when you see the govern¬ 
ment coming down on you for simply trying to 
be healthy,” Gregg said. 

A federal appeals court is expected to issue 
a ruling soon on the scope of the law that could 
pave the way to end or overturn at least six 
federal marijuana criminal prosecutions and 
convictions in California and Washington, 
including Gregg’s, and limit future prosecutions 



Rolland Gregg — seen here with his fiancee Sarah 
England — and his family have fought federal 
marijuana charges for more than three years. 


of medical marijuana users and dispensaries in 
eight Western states that allow them. 

“The 9th Circuit is the biggest circuit, one 
that contains lots of marijuana states. If they 
were to say, ‘The federal government is pro¬ 
hibited from enforcing medical marijuana law,’ 
that would be huge,” said Sam Kamin, a profes¬ 
sor at the University of Denver Sturm College 
of Law who studies marijuana regulation. 

At issue is a Congressional amendment that 
said the DOJ could not use funding Congress 
allocated to it for 2015 and 2016 to prevent 
states that have legalized medical marijuana 
from implementing laws that permit its use, 
distribution and possession. 

The amendment’s bipartisan sponsors — 


California Congressmen Sam Farr, D-Carmel, 
and Dana Rohrabacher, R-Costa Mesa,— say it 
prohibits the DOJ from prosecuting people who 
are complying with state medical marijuana 
laws. California and more than 20 other states 
have legalized marijuana for medical use. The 
drug, however, remains illegal under federal law. 

The DOJ has interpreted the law more 
narrowly, saying it prevents prosecutors from 
trying to block state medical marijuana laws or 
charging state officials who implement them, 
yet permits U.S. attorneys to go after mari¬ 
juana dispensaries and growers. 

The 9th Circuit is expected to clarify the 
amendment in appeals by three sets of defen¬ 
dants who have cited it as grounds forjudges 
to dismiss their marijuana charges. 

Gregg’s case is not among the ones the 9th 
Circuit is set to rule on. But he has raised the 
same argument as the other defendants, and 
the 9th Circuit has put his appeal on hold 
pending the outcome of the other appeals, his 
attorney Phil Telfeyan said. 

Alex Kreit, a marijuana law expert at 
Thomas Jefferson School of Law in San Diego, 
said the DOJ and marijuana defendants have 
strong arguments for their conflicting inter¬ 
pretations of the amendment. 

“The [amendment’s] language is not a model 
of clarity,” he said. “It really is open to a num¬ 
ber of different interpretations.” 
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Peavy battles but Giants’ bats quiet 


By Janie McCauley 

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS 


SAN FRANCISCO — Jake Peavy and Matt 
Cain have struggled to win games at the 
back end of the rotation for the Giants. 

Everybody believes these two can get back 
on track. A little more mn support sure would 
help, too. 

Peavy showed some encouraging signs 
after putting himself in a tough spot from the 
start in a 3-1 loss Monday night to the 
Toronto Blue Jays, keeping his team in the 
game. 

“Step forward for Peavy,” manager Bruce 
Bochy said. “He was determined to keep us in 
the game and he did a nice job of that.” 

The Giants are just 3-10 in games started by 
Peavy and Cain, who will get his next chance 
at a first win of 2016 on Tuesday night. 

Edwin Encamacion hit a two-run homer and 
Aaron Sanchez struck out five over seven 
innings for Blue Jays. 

Peavy walked two of his five batters in the 
first inning while giving up a pair of singles, 
putting himself in an immediate jam. He 
allowed Saunders’ RBI single but got out of 
the inning without further damage. 



_ L _ 

LANGE IVERSENAJSA TODAY SPORTS 


Jake Peavy battled through troubles to last 
five innings in Monday's 3-1 loss to Toronto. 

Peavy gave up three runs on five hits and 
stmck out six in five innings. 

The right-hander lost a start at AT&T Park 
for the first time since July 8, 2015. He had 
been 7-0 with a 3.41 ERA in 11 home starts 
since before Monday. 

“It’s different facing a team built like that,” 
Peavy said. “One through seven, you’ve got 
Russell Martin in your seven-hole and he’s 
got 10 years, and (Troy) Tulowitzki, a $ 100- 
million player (batting sixth) and an MVP 
(Josh Donaldson) hitting second.” 


In the sixth inning, Toronto left fielder 
Michael Saunders tried to chase down 
Brandon Crawford’s foul popup, lost his foot¬ 
ing over the bullpen mound and the ball rico¬ 
cheted off his head as he slid on his knees 
toward the rolled-up tarp. 

He was OK and stayed in the game. 

“He’s a hard-headed Canadian. That doesn’t 
ever hurt any Canadians,” manager John 
Gibbons quipped. 

Toronto had gone back-to-back games 
without a home run for the third time this sea¬ 
son, but Encamacion’s deep third-inning 
drive into the left-field bleachers kept the 
Blue Jays from doing so in three straight for 
the first time since Sept. 26-28, 2014. 

Sanchez (3-1) allowed one run and three 
hits andwalkedonein astrong 105-pitch per¬ 
formance. 

Gavin Eloyd pitched a perfect eighth and 
Roberto Osuna allowed Crawford’s leadoff 
double before finishing for his seventh save. 
Toronto improved to 3-6 in San Erancisco in 
the club’s first visit to the Giants’ waterfront 
ballpark since a pair of games in June 2013. 
The Blue Jays won for the seventh time in the 
last nine meetings with the Giants after a 
seven-game skid. 


Gray hammered 
in rout to BoSox 

By Ken Powtak 

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS 


BOSTON — Oakland right-hander Sonny 
Gray can’t figure out what’s going wrong. 

Gray was knocked during Boston’s six-run 
fourth inning that carried the Red Sox to a 
14-7 victory over the 
stmggling As Monday. 

It was Gray’s third 
straight poor start. He’s 
given up 18 runs in 12 
2/3 innings. 

Khris Davis hit his sev¬ 
enth homer and drove in 
two runs for Oakland, 
which has lost 12 of 16 
and fell to 1-7 this month. 

Josh Reddick’s club-record streak of hits 
in eight consecutive at-bats was stopped 
when he grounded out his first time up. 

Gray gave up seven runs and eight hits in 
3 2/3 innings. He is 1-3 with a 9.61 ERA in 
his last four starts. 



Sonny Gray 


Nats to extend Strasburg for $175l\/l 

WASHINGTON — A person familiar with 
the negotiations says that Stephen 
Strasburg has agreed to a new contract with 
the Washington Nationals that will pay the 
pitcher $175 million over seven seasons 
starting in 2017. 

The person spoke to The Associated Press 
on condition of anonymity Monday night 


MLB brief 

— while Strasburg was pitching against the 
Detroit Tigers — because the Nationals had 
not announced the deal. 

Strasburg would have been eligible for 
free agency for the first time after this sea¬ 
son. Instead, he stays with the team that 
drafted him No. 1 overall in 2009. 
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Call now to speak with a Home Wealth Specialist 
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Philippines backs 
own Donald Trump 


Duterte poised to 
become president 

A brash and tough-talking Philip¬ 
pines mayor known as the Donald 
Trump of the Philippines after pledg¬ 
ing to kill suspected criminals and end 
crime within six months looked set to 
become the next president of the coun¬ 
try yesterday. 

Rodrigo Duterte, the 
mayor of southern Davao 
city, had secured more 
than 14.4 million votes, 
according to a count of 
87% of precincts nation¬ 
wide. The closest of his 
four main rivals, former 
Interior Secretary Mar Roxas, had 8.6 
million votes. Final results are expect¬ 
ed today. 

‘I will kill you idiots’ 

Duterte built his popularity with rad¬ 
ical pledges to eliminate poverty and 
end corruption and crime. He has a 
reputation for fighting crime as mayor 
of Davao for 22 years, but has been ac¬ 
cused of ordering extrajudicial killings 
to achieve that. 

On the last day of campaigning Sat¬ 
urday, he made clear he intends to con¬ 
tinue his hard-line approach. 


“All of you who are into drugs, you 

sons of b-, I will really kill you,” 

Duterte, 71, a former prosecutor, told 
a rally. “I have no patience, I have no 
middle ground, either you kill me or I 
will kill you idiots.” 

Statements such as that have won 
him the nickname “Duterte Harry,” a 
reference to the Clint Eastwood movie 
character “Dirty Harry” who had little 
regard for rules. He has also been com¬ 
pared to Trump, the presumptive Re¬ 
publican presidential nominee. 

Inappropriate jokes 

Duterte is known for jokes about 
sex and rape, talking often about his 
Viagra-fueled sexual escapades, and 
for undiplomatic remarks about Aus¬ 
tralia, the United States and China, all 
key players in the country’s politics. 
He has threatened to dismiss the Phil¬ 
ippine Congress and form a revolution¬ 
ary government if he is confronted with 
uncooperative legislators. 

Outgoing President Benigno Aquino 
III tried to discourage Filipinos from 
voting for Duterte over fears the may¬ 
or may endanger the country’s hard- 
fought democracy and squander eco¬ 
nomic gains of the last six years, when 
the Philippine economy grew at an av¬ 
erage of 6.2%, one of the best rates in 
Asia. 





SAGE is a team of 
seriously smart 
veterinarians. 


Through specialized 
training and years j 
of experience, we ' 
know what to do 




and when to do 
it for your pet. 



We are here when you need us. 24/7. 

Campbell • Concord • Dublin • San Mateo 

www.sagecenters.com 


/^CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 

SAN FRANCISCO 

Monday, 

May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 

5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

1500 Owens St., 

San Francisco, CA 94158 

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 

San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California 
High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) have released a Notice 
of Preparation (NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There v\^ill be a series of 
Scoping Meetings to solicit input from agencies and the public on 
the scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated. 

SAN MATEO 

Tuesday, 

May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 

5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 

San Mateo, CA 94402 

MOUNTAIN VIEW 

Wednesday, 

May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 

5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 

The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/ 
Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_ 
sanjose.html. 

For more information, please coll (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at 
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at northern.california@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov. 



473 University Avenue 
Palo Alto 
650.329.8300 

info@arteristorante.coni 


ristoranu 


G.2-3 















































TUESDAY. MAY 10. 2016 


111 BAYAREA NEWS GROUP B5 


Herhold 


Continued from Page 1 

Tangled history 

A word of history: The 
former Almaden Air Force 
Station (1958-80) property 
was bought in 1986 by Mid¬ 
pen, which let it wither for a 
quarter century. 

Because most Midpen 
taxpayers are on the Pen¬ 
insula, the people who care 
most about saving the tower 
— Air Force veterans and 
the folks who can see it from 
the valley floor — do not, for 
the most part, have a voice 
in electing the open space 
district’s trustees. 

In 2012, after a series of 
public meetings that demon¬ 
strated passionate support 
for saving the tower, the 
Midpen trustees agreed to 
put things off for five years, 
giving preservationists time 
to raise the estimated $1.5 
million needed to preserve 
the tower. (It is this effort 
that would be “rebooted” in 
Drake’s analysis.) 


In the meantime, there 
has been an entertaining 
war of consultants. In 2010, a 
consultant hired by Midpen, 
Page & Turnbull, concluded 
that the radar tower did not 
deserve historical protec¬ 
tion because the original 
radar “sail” on top had been 
removed. This was a weak 
argument, akin to saying 
a Studebaker shouldn’t be 
saved because its grill was 
missing. 

Preservationists 

In 2014, the preservation¬ 
ists answered back with a re¬ 
port by Archives & Architec¬ 
ture, a county-approved local 
firm, which concluded that 
the tower — Building 102 to 
the Air Force — was indeed 
a historical marker of the 
Cold War. The county then 
hired a third consultant, JRP 
of Sacramento, that came to 
the same conclusion, saying 
the tower was also eligible to 
become a state and federal 
historic landmark. 

You do not need the 
consultants and their words 
to know that the old con¬ 
crete tower is a structure of 


absorbing interest. When I 
visited it Saturday morning, 
on a tour organized by the 
Umunhum Conservancy, 
the fog was so thick that the 
magnificent views of the 
bay and the Monterey Pen¬ 
insula were beyond reach. 

The great, massive 
hulk of the concrete tower 
nonetheless held the inter¬ 
est of people in our party: 
They walked around it, they 
touched it, they asked what 
happened inside. All those 
things will make a trip to 
Mount Umunhum more 
interesting to the public. 

“It’s a part of our local 
heritage,” says Basim 
Jaber, the historian of 
the Air Force station. “It 
defines the valley in terms 
of how we became the 
technological powerhouse 
that we are today.” 

Amen. The supervisors 
shouldn’t dally on this. Save 
the tower. 


Contact Scott Herhold at 
408-275-0917or sherhold@ 
bayareanewsgroup.com. 
Follow him at Twitter.com/ 
scottherhold. 


Bail bonds 


Continued from Page 1 

The county charges the 
company $100,000 a year for 
the space, with some proceeds 
going to the county inmate 
welfare fund, which pays for 
services and programs such 
as adult education and sub¬ 
stance-abuse treatment. 

On Tuesday, supervisors 
will consider a recommen¬ 
dation from the Bail and 
Release Work Group not to 
renew the contract. County 
administrators agree it’s 
time to end the practice “so 
that the county is no longer 
involved in facilitating the 
promotional activities of the 
for-profit bail bonds indus¬ 
try,” a staff report said. 

“There are a lot of rea¬ 
sons to end it,” said Supervi¬ 
sor Cindy Chavez at an April 
19 meeting of the bail group, 
which she chairs. “I don’t 
want it to look like we have a 
vested interest in one of these 
companies, and these posters 
could make it look like we’re 
recommending one.” 

The bail working group 
is coming up with alterna¬ 
tives to the for-profit bail 
bond system to get inmates 
released — through super¬ 
vised programs, for exam¬ 
ple, or electronic monitoring. 
The “money bail” system is 
the subject of a federal class- 
action lawsuit against San 
Francisco that has attracted 
a lot of attention from the 
$2 billion industry. The suit 
alleges that bail is discrimi¬ 
natory to people who can’t 
afford it, a sentiment echoed 
in the county report. 

“In a system that relies 
heavily on money bail rather 
than alternatives like pre¬ 
trial supervision,” the report 
states, “many individuals 
who have been arrested for 


suspected criminal offenses 
remain in jail pending trial 
— before they have been 
proven guilty — mainly be¬ 
cause they are poor, not be¬ 
cause they pose a high risk to 
public safety or to the integ¬ 
rity of the court process.” 

Topo Padilla, ofthe Golden 
State Bail Agents Associa¬ 
tion, called the county effort 
part of a national movement 
that alleges the criminal jus¬ 
tice system unfairly targets 
the poor and minorities. 

“It’s all wrapped up in a 
big, big strategy,” he said. 
“But here they’re not going 
after the bail system itself. 
They’re cutting off the only 
source that people have to 
look at bail bonds compa¬ 
nies, see which ones speak 
Spanish, which ones take 
credit cards. They’re cutting 
off that service.” 

Instead of the eye-catch¬ 
ing ads, many of them fea¬ 
turing women, a simple list 
with contact information for 
all county bail bond agents 
would be posted. 

Don Dunbar, a represen¬ 
tative of the ad company, 
said the organization has 
billboards in 20 of the state’s 


58 county facilities. He said 
there is growing interest 
from cities for both the infor¬ 
mational service and poten¬ 
tial revenue. The company 
makes sure the bail bond 
outfits are licensed and legit¬ 
imate, unlike web listings or 
the Yellow Pages, he said. 

“If you take all of the list¬ 
ings, you’ll find 20 percent 
don’t have a license,” he said. 
“It’s huge.” 

Wanda Dunbar, presi¬ 
dent of the Jail Advertising 
Network, sent supervisors a 
letter outlining the benefits 
of the billboard program, 
including money that’s gen¬ 
erated for the county inmate 
welfare fund. “Discontinuing 
the jail advertising program 
is truly like throwing out the 
baby with the bath water,” 
Dunbar wrote. 

Billboards posted in lob¬ 
bies are “a significant and 
welcome source of infor¬ 
mation” for families, she 
added, and “removing the 
jail signboards cannot cause 
commercial bail to go away, 
as long as the courts con¬ 
tinue to use it as a significant 
method for pretrial release 
of arrestees.” 



OF SILICON VALLEY 


DONATE YOUR CAR! 
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Public hearing notice 

Santo Cloro Valley 

Public Hearing to Consider Comments 

Water District yA 

on the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan 

0 


Topic: Santa Clara Valley Water District's 2015 Urban Water 

Management Plan 

When: Ti me Certain at 6 p.m. on May 24, 2016 

Where: Santa Clara Valley Water District Board Room 
5700 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 


In accordance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act, 
water suppliers such as the District are required to review, update, 
and submit an Urban Water Management Plan to the California 
Department of Water Resources by July 1, 2016, and are required 
to encourage the active involvement of the public and to hold a public 
hearing prior to adoption of this plan. 

The District's 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (2015 UWMP) 
documents important information on water supply, water usage, 
recycled water, water conservation programs, water shortage 
contingency planning, and water supply reliability in Santa Clara 
County. It also serves as a valuable resource for water supply planners 
and policy makers, and addresses the water supply outlook of Santa 
Clara County over the next 25 years. The 2015 UWMP updates and 
supersedes all previous District Urban Water Management Plans. 

For more information on the public hearing or the 2015 UWMP, 
please visit our website at www.valleywater.org or contact 

Tracy Hemmeter at (408) 630-2647. 

Reasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with 
disabilities wishing to attend this public hearing. For additional 
information on attending this hearing including requesting 
accommodations for disabilities or interpreter assistance, please 
contact the Office of the Clerk of the Board at (408) 630-2277, 
at least three business days prior to the hearing. 

4/2016_BA 


Commuter crossword 


ACROSS 

1 Small digits 
5 Eats 

10 Nagging pain 

14 “Been there,_ 

that” 

15 Wear away 

16 Hoodlum 

17 Facts & figures 

18 Agreeing 

20 “Murder, _ 
Wrote” 

21 Path 

22 Sty cries 

23 _up on; 

studies about 

25 _-tac-toe 

26 Second chance 
to pass a test 

28 Flings 

31 Clear the slate 

32 Window 
covering 

34 Hawaii’s 
Mauna_ 

36 In a_; sulky 

37 One of the 
Marx Brothers 

38 Rob Reiner’s 
dad 

39 Cheap metal 

40 Perch 

41 Diamond 
corners 

42 Get away 

44 Nightclub 

45 Tupperware top 

46 _-frutti 

47 Yellow citrus 

50 Laundry soap 
brand 

51 NBC rival 
54 Modest 

57 Grain tower 

58 Sculptor’s tool 

59 Prolonged 
attack 

60 “It is what 

61 Not brand new 

62 Tacked on 

63 Office boo-boo 

DOWN 

1 Probability 

2 Ark builder 

3 Amuses 

4 Body of water 

5 Ten-year period 
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6 Actor Jeremy 

7 Zero 

8 Ames & Begley 

9 Look at 

10 Lofts 

11 Goatee’s place 

12 Handsome guy 

13 Breakfast order 
19 Racket 

21 Huron or Tahoe 

24 Direction 

25 Have nothing 
_with; shun 

26 Take a nap 

27 Kovacs or Els 

28 Diplomacy 

29 Stretchiness 

30 More miffed 

32 Oxford or loafer 

33 “A fool and _ 
money are...” 

35 Additionally 

37 Lung disease, 
for short 

38 Group of actors 

40 _cats and 

dogs; pours 

41 Fisherman’s 
hope 


43 Sign on a shop 
window at night 

44 Moved a little 

46 Slight coloring 

47 Feast with a 
roast pig 

48 At loose_; 

unsettled 

49 Labyrinth 


50_up; bound 

52 Radar screen 
image 

53 Mediocre 

55 North American 
nation: abbr. 

56 Prefix for day 
or section 

57 Grab a chair 






CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


Son Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) 
and the California High-Speed Rail Authority 
(Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San 
Jose Section ofthe California High-Speed Rail 
Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the 
scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated. 

The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/ 
Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_ 
Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html. 

For more information, please coll (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's 
TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority at 
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov. 


SAN FRANCISCO 

Monday, 

May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

1500 Owens St., 

San Francisco, CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 

Tuesday, 

May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

1770S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 

Wednesday, 

May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


Public Hearing Notice 

Boardroom Technology Upgrade Project 


Santo Clara Volley 
Water District A 


who: Santa Clara Valley Water District 

What: PubI ic hearing on the Engineer's Report 

When: May 24, 2016; Item is time certain at 6:00 P.M. 

Place: Santa Clara Valley Water District; Boardroom 

5700 Almaden Expressway, Son Jose, CA 95118 

The proposed work of improvement is described in the Boardroom 
Technology Upgrade Project Engineer's Report . The report is on file at the 
Clerk of the Board of Directors, 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, 

California and on water district's website: http://www.valleywater.org/ 
PublicReviewDocumenfs.aspx 

The objective of the project is to upgrade the existing 17 years old 
audiovisual system and bring it to the latest standards of video technology. 

At the time and place fixed for the public hearing, the board of directors 
will receive comments on the Engineer's Report for the project. After 
considering the comments, the board will decide whether or not to proceed 
with the project. 

For more information about this hearing or this project, contact 

Sudhanshu Tikekar at (408) 630-2424. 

Reasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with disabilities 
wishing to attend this public hearing. For additional information on 
attending this hearing, including requesting accommodations for disabilities 
or interpreter assistance, please contact the Office of the Clerk of the Board 
at (408) 630-2277, at least three business days prior to the hearing. 

04/2016_LG 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


MKfHG& WU ISiaUH A PfiEKBJfAIION AT AsOO PM. 


San Fj'ancfsco to San Jose Pro/ect Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Adminislralion |FRA) and Ihe California 
High-Speed Rail AulhorHy {AurlhorHy) have released a Notice 
of Preparolion I NOP) indicoling thoi they li nflend to prepare an 
Environ fine nlal Impad Report/Environmenlal Impad Slolernenl 
'|EIR/ElS| for Ihe San Frar>cisco to -San Jose Section of the 
Cairfomia Hgh-Speed Rail Projed. There will be a series of 
Scoping Meetings 1o soIicjI inpul from agendes and the public 
on the scope of lopHCS and altemoliveE to be evaluoled. 

The NO Poor betburd here: http//hCTjoa.goY/IVogram^^dfewlde 
Ra 1_ Mode rrcjc^tior/Projed Sediops^arfrap sap jcae.html. 

l^in«eiiTlDiTT)dkii,|ie<]S0ai [KD] 435-%Xlor'l)0 Jbfiaiiy's 
tTT/lTDniinbef 01 [? 16 ] 4 ( 0 ^^, etmllhe Aulhciilf o 1 
scii.taidsDD^saiiiDis&^fi^iiijgoK^ crvQl wwwJix^ 


SAN FOANCISCO 

Monday^ 

May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission 6cjy 
.5:Q0lo 0:00 PWi. 

1500 Owens 5i, 

■Ban ^■^F^ci3oa, CA 9415 B 


SAN MATiO 

Tuesday, 

May 24, 2016 

Son Maleo Mairiall 
5:00 lo 0:00 P.M. 

I 770 S . Ampnff- B va. 
San Ma™, CA 94402 


MOUNTAJM VIEW 

^^dnesday. 

May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 
.5:00 lo 0:00 P.Wi. 

S*1 Vi a Si. 

Mou^rain View, CA 9404 I 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


Son Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California 
High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) have released a Notice 
of Preparation (NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of 
Scoping Meetings to solicit input from agencies and the public 
on the scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated. 

The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_ 
Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html. 

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's 
TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority at 
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov. 


SAN FRANCISCO 

Monday, 

May 23, 2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 
1500 Owens St., 

San Francisco, CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 

Tuesday, 

May 24, 2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 

Wednesday, 

May 25, 2016 
SFV Lodge 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M. 
361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


Nguyin Nhofn 


MAT Ifdc THANH 

DO 

Va cai gi chd dcYi 
cung da den, khi to chdc 
Wikileaks cong bo" mot tai 
lieu “tuyet mat” dong trdi 
lien quan den Viet nam. 
Do la bien ban hop kin 
giufa ong Nguyen Van Linh 
Tong BT Dang CSVN, ong 
Do Mifdi Chu tich HDBT 
dai dien cho phia Viet nam 
va ong Giang Track Dan 
Tong BT va ong Ly Bang 
Thu ttfdfng Chinh phu dai 
dien cho phia Trung qudc 
trong hai ngay 3-4/9/1990 
tai Thanh do. 

Trong tai lieu tuyet 
mat lien quan tdi Viet nam 
nay cua minh, Wikileaks 
khang dinh thong tin diidi 
day nam trong so" 3.100 
cac bdc dien danh di til Ha 
noi va Thanh pho" Ho Chi 
Minh cua cof quan ngoai 
giao Hoa ky tai Viet nam 
gili chinh phu Hoa ky, 
tai lieu nay c6 doan ghi 
ro “....Vi sh ton tai cua sif 
nghiep xay dhng thanh 
cong CNCS, Dang CSVN 
va nha ntfdc Viet nam de 
nghi phia Trung quoc giai 
quyet cac mol hat dong 
giiia hai mfdc. Phia Viet 
nam xin lam het minh de 
vun dap tinh hdu nghi lau 
ddi von c6 giOa hai dang 
va nhan dan hai mfdc do 
Chu tich Mao trach Dong 
va Chu tich Ho Chi Minh 
day cong xay dap trong 
qua khd va Viet nam hay 
to mong muon dong y sdn 
sang chap nhan va de 
nghi phia Trung quoc de 
Viet nam difOc hifdng quy 
che Khu td tri trdc thuoc 
chinh quyen Trung ifOng 
tai Bac kinh nhif Trung 
quoc da tifng danh cho Noi 
Mong, Tay Tang, Quang 
tay.... Phia Trung quoc 
da dong y va chap nhan 
de nghi noi tren, cho thdi 
han phia Viet nam trong 
thdi han 30 nam (1990- 
2020) de Dang CSVN giai 
quyet cac hifdc tien hanh 
can thiet cho viec gia nhap 
dai gia dinh cac dan toe 
Trung qudc”. 

( vnchdalat.hlogspot. 
com/.../wiki leaks-vn- 
thanh-khu-tu.. ) 

Ban tin tren difOc loan 
truyen tif cudl nam 2010 
den nay da gan 6 nam. Co 
ngifdi noi no la don tarn 
ly chien do cac ong “phan 
dong” loan truyen. 

Nay thi moi viec ngay 
cang them sang to: Do la 
viec nguy quyen viet cong 
da va dang tiep tuc “ giai 
quyet cac hifdc tien hanh 
can thiet cho viec gia nhap 
dai gia dinh cac dan toe 
Trung qudc”. 

HIEP DINH PHAN 

DINH BIEN GI6i 

TRUNG ■ VIET 

Ket qua Hiep dinh 
hien gidi nam 1999 cua 
Viet Nam va Trung Qudc 

Theo Thif trifdng 
Ngoai giao Vu Dung, den 
31/12/2008, hai ben da 
phan gidi khoang 1.400 
km hien gidi, cam 1.971 
cot m6c,[29] trong do c6 
1.549 cot moc chinh va 
422 cot mdc phu. Toan 
hd 38 chdt quan sd tren 
dddng hien gidi deu da 
ddgfc dd bo. Tai eda khau 
HOu Nghi Quan, Viet Nam 
va Trung Qud"c da tien 
hanh cam moc 1117 trung 
vdi vi tri mdc 19 cu, dddng 
hien gidi di qua Km so' 0, 
mo'c 19 cu den diem each 
diem nd'i ray hien tai 
148m.[30] Mot nhdgtng 
hd Idn cua Viet Nam la 
khoang each 300 m cudi 
tuyen dddng sat td Dong 
Dang den dddng bien gidi 
cu da phai cat cho Trung 
Qudc.[31] 

Khu vdc eda song Bac 
Luan nam 1888. Cong ddc 
nam 1887 gida Phap va 
nha Thanh lay eda song 


nay lam dddng hien gidi 
Tai khu vdc thac Ban 
Gidc, theo quy dinh cua 
Hiep ddc 1999, hai nddc 
dieu chinh dddng bien gidi 
di qua con Pd Thoong, qua 
dau tich tram thuy van xay 
ddng nhdng nam 1960, 
quy thude 1/4 con, 1/2 thac 
chinh va toan bd thac cao 
cho Viet Nam.[32] 

Tai eda song Bac 
Luan, bien gidi quy thude 
3/4 hai Tuc Lam va 1/3 bai 
Dau Got cho Viet Nam, 
1/4 hai Tuc Lam va 2/3 
bai Dau Gdt cho Trung 
Qudc, va thiet lap khu giao 
thong dddng thdy td do 
cho nhan dan dia phdOng 
sd dung ludng hai hen bai 
Tuc Lam va Dau Gdt. Tai 
khu vdc Hoanh Mo, dddng 
hien gidi di gida ngam 
nhd td trddc den nay chd 
khong theo trung tuyen 
ddng chay qua edng mdi 
do Trung Qudc xay ddng 
nhdng nam 1960. Khu 
vdc md ma d mo'c 53 - 54 
cu (Cao Bang) ddOc gid lai 
cho ngddi dan Viet Nam 
mac du hai hen cd nhan 
thde khac nhau ve quy 
dinh cua Hiep ddc 1999 
ve bien gidi khu vdc nay 
di theo chan nui. Khu vdc 
rdng hoi ngddi dan Trung 
Qud'c trong gan hien gidi 
Quang Ninh ddOc bao Idu 
cho phia Trung Qudc. [32] 
Theo Hiep ddc 1999, 
dddng hien gidi cat ngang 
qua han Ma Ly San (gdm 
05 ho, 35 khau thude tinh 
Ha Giang) va khu 13 ndc 
nha cua ngddi dan Trung 
Qud'c gan Lang Son, hai 
hen hoan ddi cho nhau 
tren cO sd can bang dien 
tich, khong xao tron ddi 
sdng dan cd...[32] 

( https ://vi.Wikipedia. 
org/.../Va'n_ ) 

Tom tat, cong luan da 
cd ly khi cho rang: 

Bang hiep dinh ke 
tren, nguy quyen “ han 
nguy” da dang cho chu 
chet: 

1/ Mot dai dat bien 
gidi 900Km2, bang dien 
tich tinh Thai Binh 

2/ Tron Ai Nam Quan, 
di tich lich sd dan tdc 
3/ Mot nda thac Ban 
Gidc, giang sOn gam vdc 
cua td tien 

4/ Mot phan hai Tuc 
Lam cua dan Viet 

HIEP DINH PH An 

DINH VINH BAG 

BO 

Sau 27 nam dam 
phan, hiep dinh Vinh 
Bac Bo ddOc Viet Nam va 
Trung Qud'c ky ket ngay 
25/12/2000. Viet Nam 
ddOc 53.23% va Trung 
Qudc dOgte 46.77% dien 
tich Vinh. 

Hiep dinh nay da gay 
ra nhieu tranh cai gida 
ngifdi Viet. 

O mot thai cifc la quan 
diem cho rang cong Ode 
Phap-Thanh nam 1887 da 
phan dinh toan bd Vinh 
Bac Bd hang kinh tuyen 
108dd3’ (dd cung la quan 
diem ban dau cua Viet 
Nam trong dam phan), 
phan dinh lai la sai va 
thiet hai cho Viet Nam. (]f 
thai cifc kia la quan diem 
cho rang hiep dinh Vinh 
Bac Bd nam 2000 la edng 
hang. 

( w w w . b b c . 
com/.../110122_bacbo_ 
agreement_10y ) 

Dat ra mot ben ve 
cac chi tie't ky thuat phde 
tap, phan ddng edng luan 
deu cho rang “ han nguy 
“ viet cpng da nhdgfng cho 
chet cong 1/3 Vinh Bac Bd 
vdi tiem nang khai thac 
dau hoa Idn lao va mat 
mot phan Idn ngd trifdng 
truyen thd'ng cua ngif dan 
Viet. 

NHlfONG QUYEN 

KHAI THAC MO 

BAUXITE TAY 


NGUYEN 

Dif an khai thac 
bauxite d Tay Nguyen la 
mot loat cac dif an khai 
thac md bd xit d khu vifc 
Tay Nguyen, Viet Nam. 
Dd an nay da gay ra nhieu 
y kie'n tranh cai khac 
nhau trong dd luan, bao 
chi, Qud'c hdi.[l] Cac y 
kie'n chu yeu xoay quanh 
van de an ninh, qud'c 
phdng, hieu qua kinh te, 
hau qua xa hdi, tac ddng 
ddi vdi mdi trddng sinh 
thai, edng nghe Trung 
Qud'c lac hau, viec sd dung 
lao ddng phd thdng Trung 
Qud'c tai khu vdc Tay 
Nguyen trai vdi Luat lao 
ddng Viet Nam. [2] 

Td nam 2001, trong 
Dai hdi IX, dif an nay da 
ddgfc Bd Chinh tri Dang 
Cong san Viet Nam thdng 
qua:[4] “Chu trddng tham 
dd, khai thac, che bie'n 
bauxite la chu trddng nhat 
quan td Dai hdi IX va 
Dai hdi X cua Dang den 
nay”. [5] 

Ngay 1 thang 11 nam 
2007, Thu tddng Chinh 
phd da ky quye't dinh 167 
phe duyet quy hoach phan 
vung, tham de, khai thac, 
che hie'n, sd dung quang 
bd xit td giai dean 2007- 
2015, cd xet den nam 
2025.[6] 

Mot sd' y kie'n eda dai 
bieu Qud'c hdi cho rang 
Chinh phd Viet Nam da 
“lach luat” khi tach cum 
dif an thanh nhieu dif an 
nhd de Chinh phu phe 
duyet vi theo quy dinh 
eda Luat xay ddng, dd'i vdi 
nhdng dif an cd tong mdc 
dau td td 10.000 ty ddng 
trd len phai ddgfc Qud'c hdi 
chap thuan.[l]i7] 


SlfCO 

- Ngay 8 thang 10 
nam 2014 hd thai quang 
dudi sd' 5 cua dif an Tan 
Rai da bi vd de, 5 ngan 
met khd'i nddc va bun dd 
da tran ra ngoai.[18] 

- Ngay 13 thang 2 
nam 2016 dddng d'ng dan 
nddc cd chda chat xut 
ddc hai td hd him dd cua 
Nha may alumin Tan Rai 
bi vd khie'n nddc chay 
tran ra ngoai.[19] Sau khi 
tien hanh kiem tra, Sd 
Tai nguyen - mdi trddng 
tinh Lam Ddng ket luan: 
nguyen nhan dan den sd 
cd vd dddng d'ng ddgfc xac 
dinh la do khdp nd'i hi “lao 
hda” dan tdi buc dddng 
d'ng.[20] Danh gia viec 
dddng dng bi lao hda chi 
sau 4 nam sd dung, dng 
Nguyen Van Ban - nguyen 
Trddfng ban Nhdm - Titan, 
Tong Cdng ty Khoang san 
Viet Nam, cho rang dd la: 
“he qua edng nghe Trung 
Qud'c”. [21] 


Ngay 18/03/2009, nha 
hao Le Phu Khai da viet 
thd len tong bi thd Ndng 
Ddc Manh rang:[33] 

Van de bauxite con 
nguy hai gap tram ngan 
Ian cai each rudng dat, 
vi no huy diet ca dan tdc 
ta nhd cac nha khoa hoc 
da dif bao. Mddi nam nda 
sdng Ddng Nai va nhdng 
con sdng khdi ngudn td 
Tay Nguyen hi nhiem 
hun do thi ca mien Trung, 
Ddng Nam Bd va TP.HCM 
lay gi ma ud'ng, nhdng 
ha me se de ra toan quai 
thai. Vi sd tan khd'c dd 
ma Trung Qud'c da ddng 
eda cac md bauxite eda hg 
tren toan qud'c vao nam 
2008. Chinh vi le dd, vdfi 
td each mot edng dan, mot 
nha bao lau nam, tdi kie'n 
nghi len Ong Tong Bi thd, 
ngdofi cd trach nhiem cao 
nhat eda Dang cam quyen: 
Hay dda van de khai thac 
bauxite d Tay Nguyen ra 
ban d cap lanh dao cao 
nhat cua Dang, Qud'c hdi 
va Nha nddc de ddng lai 
dif an nay khi chda qua 


mudn. 

AN NINH QUOC 

PHONG 

Mot trong cac quan 
ngai Idn trong dd luan 
la sd tham gia eda hang 
ngan ngddi Trung Qud'c 
tai dia ban Tay Nguyen, 
nofi cd vi tri chie'n Idgfc 
to Idn ve an ninh, qud'c 
phdng. [47] 

( https://vi.wikipedia. 
org/.../Dd_a... ) 

Bat chap mgi phan 
khang eda moi ngddi, moi 
gidi, han nguy viet cong 
van mot mdc tien hanh dd 
an nhdgfng cho chet khda 
quyen khai thac bauxite 
Tay nguyen vdi hoan hoa 
tiem phuc chet ngddi, mat 
nddc. 

Td thdi trieu Nguyen, 
Tay nguyen van la vung 
dat trong ye'u eda Qud'c 
gia, menh danh la “Hoang 
Trieu Cdofng Thd.” 

Cac chie'n Idgfc gia 
Mien Nam, td Tong thd'ng 
Ngd Dinh Diem den cac 
hang tddng lanh deu menh 
danh “Tay nguyen la Ndc 
nha Viet Nam.” Ai chiem 
ddng Tay nguyen se khong 
che' ca Mien Nam. 

Hien tai, Idc Idgfng 
ca van edng nhan chet 
cd the la “dac cdng“, bat 
cd Idc nao cung cd the 
ra tay pha hoai: Cho no 
cac hd chda bim dd tran 
xud'ng Lam Ddng va ca 
mot day vung duyen hai 
Cam Ranh, Ninh Thuan, 
Binh Thuan gay hdn loan 
va lap dau cau khdng van 
cho dai quan chet cgng dd 
quan xud'ng Tay nguyen 
tie'n chie'm ca Nam Phan 
gidng nhd chie'n dich “hd“ 
1975! 

NHlfONG QUYEN 

KHAI THAC RTfNG 

DAUNGUON 

Chung da nhdOng 
bien, nay nhdgfng nd't 
rdng!!! 

... Va ngddi ta nhdng 
tddng nhd the la du cac 

(Xem tiep trang A6) 

□ khAi niem... 

(Tiep theo trang A3) 

bat ky thd gi cd Igfi cho 
dang, cho nha nddc cung 
nhd cho sd bao dam ddc 
tai, ddc doan vdi hai chd 
yeu nddc. 

Mdc dd long ghep ngay 
cang gia tang den dd long 
gia thanh chan. Va ngddi 
ta da kheo leo nhet ca 
nhdng van de khdng he 
lien quan, tham chi la 
phan nghia vao hai chd 
yeu nddc. Vi du nhd gan 
day nhat, dng Bd trddng 
Bd Cdng thdofng Viet Nam 
keu goi ngddi dan “Tieu 
thu hai san la yeu nddc”. 
Khdng biet khi noi cau 
nay, dng Bd trddng nay 
suy nghi gi va suy nghi 
ddgfc tdi dau ma dng lai 
manh mieng noi mot cau 
het sdc phan ddng nhd 
vay?! 


Xet ve ban chat, cau 
noi cua Bd trddng Bd cdng 
thdofng la cau noi phan 
ddng. Sd phan ddng nay 
den td hai hddng: Phan 
ddng ve mat dan tdc hoc 
va; Phan ddng ve mat 
chinh tri. 

O khia canh dan tdc 
hoc, cau keu goi mua hai 
san, tieu thu hai san la yeu 
nddc trong luc chda cd ket 
luan chinh thde cua khoa 
hoc rang trong nddc bien 
cd ddc hay khdng? Trong 
thit cua ca cd chda ddc td' 
hay khdng va mdc dd nguy 
hiem cua no den dau. Le 
ra, mot ngddi yeu dan tdc, 
yeu dat nddc va thay rang 
minh phai cd trach nhiem 
duy tri noi gidng thi phai 
ddng len keu ggi ngd dan 
ngdng danh bat, ngddi 
dan ngdng dung hai san 
va quan ddi, cdng an phai 
dat minh vao vi tri bao 
ddng dd, dat nddc dang 
lam nguy. Dang nay dng 
keu goi tieu thu hai san. 

Sd di phai keu ggi 
nhan dan ngdng ngay 
viec tieu thu hai san hdi 
vi rat CO the ngddi Trung 
Qud'c da bd ddc vao bien 
Viet Nam va chac chan 
rang khi an hai san vao, 
tdOng lai dan tdc se ngan 
tay gang hdi chda biet di 
chdng cua con ngddi se ra 
sao khi ddc td phat tac. Va 
ddng an ca, chuyen sang 
loai hinh thde pham mdi, 
td chde cho ngd dan nudi 
trong thuy san nddc nggt, 
keu ggi quan ddi chgn mdc 
bao ddng dd de phdng 
ngda luc ngd dan khdng c6 
mat tren bien (thieu mat 
tran quan chung) de quan 
sat thi ke xam IdOc se tan 
cdng, di chuyen quan hoac 
Ian xay ddng de xem nhd 
chuyen da rdi. De phdng 
chuyen giac den sat eda, 
sang ra md eda thay giac 
ddng tap the due trddc 
nha mdi biet dat nddc cd 
bien. 

Ldi keu ggi dd mdi cd 
gia tri bao ve noi gidng, 
bao ve dan tdc, bao ve qud'c 
gia, lanh thd, lanh hai. Va 
ddng tren phdOng dien 
chinh tri de ban, ldi keu 
ggi tieu thu hai san la yeu 
nddc cua dng Bd Trddng 
Bd Cdng thdOng Viet Nam 
cho den bay gid van khdng 
cd ldi dinh chinh nao cua 
cac dng, cac ha trong bd 
chinh tri Cdng san Viet 
Nam. Dieu nay chdng td 
da cd sd ddng thuan va 
chi dinh ngddi ndi trong 
bd chinh tri Cdng san 
Viet Nam. 

Va dieu nay cung cho 
thay sd vd tarn, khdng cd 
trach nhiem vdi dan tdc, 
vdi qud'c dan va qud'c gia 
eda dang Cdng san Viet 
Nam. Ldi keu ggi “tieu thu 
hai san la yeu nddc” trong 
luc hai san hi nhiem ddc 
chet hang loat, bd bien 
Viet Nam bdng chd'c trd 
thanh bien chet va tdOng 
lai dan tdc dang ddng 
trddc bd vdc eda huy diet 
la mot ldi keu ggi day tinh 
phan ddng, phan bdi lai 
nhan dan, qud'c gia. Hay 
ndi each khac la ldi keu 


ggi nay chang khac nao 
tiep tay cho giac, cdng ran 
can ga nha. Keu ggi tieu 
thu hai san luc nay chang 
khac nao keu ggi ca dan 
tdc cung nhau td td. 

Ma khi ca dan tdc nay 
“yeu nddc” cdng nhau td 
td thi ai ddOc loi? Khdng 
can tra ldi cung thay ai 
da va dang ddOc Igi trong 
chuyen nay. Chda bao gid 
ma mot bd phan Idn thanh 
nien Viet Nam trd nen yeu 
dud'i, que quae bdi rdOu 
che, dam thud chem mddn, 
xi ke ma tuy nhd luc nay. 
Chdng do “yeu nddc” chda 
dd cho cac dng hay sao ma 
bay gid cac dng lai keu ggi 
“yeu nddc” bang each an 
ca cd ddc?! 

Hay la cac dng khdng 
bie't gi, khdng hieu gi? 
Ne'u thde tarn cac vi deu 
khdng bie't gi, khdng hieu 
gi thi xin khuyen ca vi 
phai ngay tdc thdi giai 
trd, dap bd che dd Cdng 
san di, bdi sd dd't nat va 
ham quyen cd vi eda cac vi 
dang lam cho dat nddc nay 
di het dieu ddng nay sang 
tai hga khac. Cac vi phai 
ngay tdc khac bddc khdi 
vu dai chinh tri de nhdng 
ngddi hieu bie't, cd tinh 
than yeu nddc, cd sach 
IdOc cho dan tdc, qud'c gia 
len nam quyen de bao dam 
dan tdc Viet Nam khdng 
hi diet vong dddi ban tay 
cua Trung Cdng! 

Hon bao gid het, chdng 
tdi tha thiet keu ggi cac vi 
phai sang sud't va than 
trgng, ddng de ddng tien 
va sd hao nhoang tarn thdi 
lam Ida mat, lam hdng 
tarn nhin va lam cho ca 
mot dan tdc lao xud'ng hd 
td than! Ne'u con mot chdt 
td trgng va trach nhiem, 
cac vi phai ddng ngay viec 
hd hao “yeu nddc” nhd da 
thay va ddng danh trao 
khai niem them nda. 

Bdi yeu nddc khdng 
the la rd nhau td td ca 
mot dan tdc mot each mu 
quang va ngu ngd'c theo 
ldi keu ggi eda cac vi ddOc. 
Va cac vi phai tdc thdi tim 
ra va lam ro nguyen nhan 
ca chet, bien chet. Cung 
nhd cac vi phai ddng ngay 
hanh ddng ban nddc. Khi 
dat nddc nay roi vao tay 
giac thi cac vi ddOc yen 
than chac?! Cac vi phai 
nhd rang khi xam chie'm 
mot qud'c gia, thd ma ke 
ngoai xam nham den sdm 
nhat chinh la nhdng khdi 
tai san ket xu cua gidi 
quan lai thua tran. Den 
day cac vi chac cung mu 
md nhin ra tdOng lai cua 
minh! 

Va mot Ian nda, yeu 
cau cac vi ngdng ngay 
hanh vi danh trao khai 
niem. Bdi yeu nddc khdng 
ddng nghia vdi ngu ngd'c, 
mu 16a, cui dau vong nd va 
dd't chay ddng loai, ddng 
tdc de gid quyen life nhd 
cac vi da va dang lam! Cd 
thdi dai nao ma khai niem 
yeu nddc hi danh trao va 
re rung nhd thdi dai Cdng 
san Hd Chi Minh nay?! 

□ 
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duxing li^e dsy * dxiy- 
iwliere, even at ihe wodt 
place - In in^rave your wdl- 
ness and reduce your ddc 
of lype S diabetes* As part 
of ibe Amencan Diabetes 
Association!^) ^^feDness 
lives Hete(St^. initiative^ 
the Association encourages 
eveiyone to get active fiir 
National Get Fit Don*t Sit 
D^SM) with these 10 lips 
for tfae woilqdace and be¬ 
yond 

ftrk a few blocks away 
from the offlcaeach morning 
andwalkiowoik. 

Tins allows you to start off 
your morning eneigized and 
tea^y to take on ibe wodcdi^. 
IfyoutakepublktiaDSporta- 
tionf get off one sbiip eaiber 
to squeeze in some li^ 
dsebeforeSam 

Take the stalls instead of 
the elevator. 

'nailing for the devator 
often takes just as long as 
walking up Ibe stairs, so wfay 
not use this q[iportumty to 
get your heart rate up? Ths, 
youH get the chance to wotk 
your leg musdes* ' 


Bather thfm sending an 
email eveiytimeyouh^ a 
question,gotoyouroowDih- 
^5 office to discuss the issue 
foce-to-foce. This gives you 
a good to get moving 
anda dianceto more effic- 
th^ ha^h out solutions in 
person. 

Use your lunch break to 
move around outside. 

So many Americans tod^ 
wDik Ifarou^ their lunch 
break. IVhen possible, take 


get your bocfy moving 

Pace around the office 
during conferenca calls. 

Conference ctdb are ihe. 
perfect time to be active. Put 
dients and cowoikBis on 
speaker, or use your mobOe 
phone during meeting to 
move around without ai^ 
trouble. 

Do chair exercises 
at your desk. 

YouVebeen wanting to tone 


Fidget when you work. 

Small movements and 
qmdr exerdse breaks add 
up, especially in a sedentary 
work place, so challenge 
yoursdf to stand, stretch or 
even tap a foot to bring mo¬ 
tion into otherwise still parte 
of your day. Just remember 
to keep it professional! 

Making a point to move 
throu^out tfae day puts you 
on the li^ tia^ toward 
weDness.'Byitoiit! 


^ CALIFORNIA 

Autoridad del Riel de Aita-Veloddad 

SAN FRANCISCO | 

bjnes, 23 ds tna^^2C16' 
ueSF'^iooBay 
5d»i|:g0P.li 


1500 Owens St, 1 

San Fiandsco, CA 94158 

ProyeclG para la Seeddn de San Frandsco a San Jos6 

REUNIONES POBUCAS PREUMINARES 

' U Administraddn Federal de Ferrocanlles (FRA) y la Autoridad del Riel de Aha- 
^loddad de Cahfbmia (Autoridad) ha emftido tina Nota de Preparad^ (NOF) 
indic^do que fntentan prepwun Reperte del Impacto AmblentaV E>edafad6n del 
ImpactoAmblental (EtR/EIS)para1a5eojdndeSanRandscDa5anJosidelPlt3yectD 
dd Riel de AhaAAdocklad ^ CaHIbr^ 

Habr^ unasette de Reuniones PiHdIcas PHfmlfiares paiasoHdtaraportes de agendas 
; ydelpdbHoasobmbstemasprallnilnaresyaltemativasqueser^evah^ 

SAN MATEO 

Mailfls. 24 de mayft 2016 
San MalaaMankiK 
5;D038'(»;P.I^. 
ITTOS.^nplilettBM. 

San Mateo, CA 94402 

MOUNTAIN VIEW 

M(6nslB!Sj25 de m^j,2016 
9FVL(?C^ 
5,-OOaa:OOP.M. 

B NOP se puede encontrar aqut httpr/Asr^a^/Programs/Stat^^ 

; ModernizatlarulPlnc^ecLSectl^ 

Pta inls itifiannacldi^ por faror Rime a] (600) 435^70 o al ntSmiftt TTY/ 
TTD de la AtrtsoHdad ri (916) 403-4943, coneo electrdiiieo de la Autoridad: 
saiiirandseo_faiuJoMl9hsMa.fov., o vbite wwwJurAgov* 

361WbSL , 

Mountain View, CA 94041 ; 



; BEDNIESANDERsl 
REFOflMA MIGRATI 

' • Crear una ruta cla 
j obtengan la ciuda 

* Permitir que los iti 
de^salud bajo la It 
de Salud Asequit^ 

, ActoACAX 

* Establecer una pq 
unifique a las ramj 

* Regular flufos mig 
] la refonna de! 

'i de los acuerdos d 

* Abandonar la Ide^ 

, estar cerrada ante 
I * Elfmlnar program^ 

los centres da dot 

‘-7Vaba|6conl 
el Congreso y vl 
su cxsmpromb 
que tanto aH 
latinas: Un; 
los empleados; 

tdiia, mejoi 
educativasy^ 
para las familial 
conmigo en 

SUVOTO\, 


ESSU T 
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TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY 
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC HEARING ON 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE GREEN 
BUILDING ORDINANCE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Planning Commis¬ 
sion of the Town of Portoia Valley will hold a public hear¬ 
ing on the Proposed Amendment to the Green Building 
Ordinance on Wednesday. June 1. 2016 at 7:00 p.m. . in 
the Town Council Chambers (Historic Schoolhouse), 765 
Portoia Road, Portoia Valley, California. 

AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 15 (BUILDINGS AND CON¬ 
STRUCTION), CHAPTER 15.10 (GREEN BUILDING) 
OF THE PORTOLA VALLEY MUNICIPAL CODE WITH 
REGARD TO APPLICABILITY-PURPOSE AND STAN¬ 
DARDS OF COMPLIANCE FOR THE GREEN BUILD¬ 
ING ORDINANCE. 

The proposed amendments to the Green Building 
Ordinance adjust the standards of compliance in re¬ 
sponse to the most recent adopted version of the Caii- 
fornia Building Code and include additional measures 
for new construction. 

Public hearings provide the general public and interest¬ 
ed parties an opportunity to provide testimony on these 
items. If you challenge a proposed action(s) in court, you 
may be limited to raising only those issues you or some¬ 
one else raised at a Public Hearing(s) described above, 
or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning 
Commission at, or prior to, the public hearing(s). 

Information pertaining to the proposal may be viewed at 
Town Hall Building and Planning Department, Monday 
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m. to 
5:00 p.m. All interested persons are invited to appear be¬ 
fore the Planning Commission to be heard at the time and 
place mentioned above. 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 

San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) indicating 
that they intend to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the scope of topics and 
alternatives to be evaluated.The NOP can be found here: 
http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/ 
Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html. 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 

SAN FRANCISCO 

SAN MATEO 

MOUNTAIN VIEW 

Moneday, 

May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, 

CA 94158 

Tueseday, 

May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

1 770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, 

CA 94402 

Weedneseday, 

May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 

5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

361 Villa St. 
Mountain View, 

CA 94041 

For more information, please coll (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at 
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at san.francisco_san.jose(@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov. 




VOTE 

ONUNE 
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Conductor 
Kim Venaas 
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Musicals • Movies • Comedies • Big Band hits • Song • Dance 

Hits of HEN^ IvilNf INI ff JOHN WILLIAMS • ^ yh 
HARRY JAMiiit plil$ much more! 


THE FORCE AWAKENS 

WARS 


lAWRrNt 


Smithwick Theater Foothill College: 12345 El Monte Road, Los Altos Hills, CA 
FREE Parking & Shuttles in Lots 5 & 6 - No Stairs! Tickets: $40*$48*Youth $20 

(650) 856-8432«WWW.CALPOPS.ORG 




Experience WWII FLYING History 


'the *7^^/ 


MUSTANG 

Exprore ihess majestic bomber aircraft inside and out. Feet 
the engines power up and laKo to the sfcies in an amazing 
30-MlnLJte Fll^bl Experience^ Walk-througti toura are $12 
fOf aduHa and S6 Kor children ^2 yre and younger Somber 
Flight ExperlencflK in B-17 or S-24 are $450. B-25 
flights are S400. Get some 'alich time' in the wolds greatest 
FEghier! P-51 Muatanf Flight Training. (Warld'e Only Full 
Dual Cojilrol P-51C Muslang fighter) ane $2200 fora half hour 
Of $3200 for a full hour Call for Plight reservations. 

MT. VIEW / MOFFETT FIELD 
MAY 20TH TO MAY 28TH 

ha rasflFval'iDnB nsadsd for walk-thrcugh tourfl. Tour houn: 

5^20 2:00 PM to 6 ;t>Q PM. 6/21 - 5/28 S.DO AM to 5:00 PM. MOrs 
■topi in W.CAI For more infomfutiiop ind direction* see cur web sfla. 


i^COLLINGS FOUNDATIONS 

@ Keeping History Alive 


M 800.568.8924 www.cfdn.org mSM 
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LocalNews 


■ OBITUARY 


H. Richard Hollow 

Humphrey Richard Hollow, a Mountain 
View resident, died of complications from 
Parkinson s disease on April 23. He was 85. 

Born in the United Kingdom 
on Nov. 27,1930, he graduated 
from college as an engineer 
and worked in the oil fields 
of Iraq, where he lost part of 
his right hand in a blasting 
accident. 

After relocating to Califor¬ 
nia, he worked at NASA Ames 
and Syre in Mountain View Hollow 
for about 20 years, and retired 
in 1996. He loved his work as an experimen¬ 
tal engineer where he designed parts for the 
space shuttle training vehicles, according to 
his friend Carol Godsave. He enjoyed hunting. 


fishing and flying the occasional colorful kite. 
After a successful day of fishing, he enjoyed 
preparing tasty fish dinners, she said. He con¬ 
tracted Parkinson s disease about 10 years ago, 
which slowed down his physical activities as 
the years progressed. 

He was preceded in death by his parents and 
his brother, Tony; all of whom lived in the Isles 
of Scilly. His local family included his best 
friends Jerrold and Claudia Wycoff of Grants 
Pass, Ore., and their daughter-in-law, Kim, and 
grandson, Joey, of San Jose. 

According to his wishes, his ashes will be 
scattered over one of his favorite fishing spots 
on the Rogue River in Oregon. 

Memorial donations may be made to his 
favorite charities, the Royal National Lifeboat 
Institute (Isles of Scilly) and the Guide Dogs of 
America. 



■ COMMUNITYBRIEFS 

HIGH SCHOOL FOUNDATION RAISES OVER $1.5M 

The Mountain View-Los Altos High School Foundation announced last week that it is be grant¬ 
ing the Mountain View-Los Altos High School District a record-breaking $1,575 million for school 
programs. 

At an annual dinner last month, foundation Executive Directors Laura Roberts and Margaret 
Gong presented the grant money to Superintendent Jeff Harding and the school board, which will 
help to pay for academic programs at both Mountain View and Los Altos high schools. 

The extra money will help fund the district s “innovation learning” grants, which allow students 
to take on projects including TED talks and acting workshops, and pay for science equipment and 
projects including stratospheric balloon launches. The money also goes towards wellness programs, 
including panels on student wellness, staff support for stress management and extended counseling 
hours. 

The foundation broke its previous record of $1.5 million, which was set last year and helped to 
pay for reduced class sizes and tech upgrades in the classroom. 


NEW SHUTTLE PROGRAM LAUNCHED FOR HOSPITAL EMPLOYEES 

El Gamino Hospital and Stanford Ghildren s Health are teaming up on a new transit service to 
help get employees from the downtown Mountain View transit station to the El Gamino Hospital 
campus and the new Stanford Ghildren s Health facility in Sunnyvale. 

In a ribbon-cutting event on Wednesday, May 18, both organizations announced the launch of 
a new shuttle service, which will provide a transit link for hospital employees and staff looking to 
travel from the Galtrain and VTA lightrail stations in downtown Mountain View. The shuttle will 
operate Monday through Friday during the morning and evening commute hours. The shuttles 
are equipped with bike racks and free WiFi. 

The shuttle is part of a long-term effort to reduce the demand for parking on the El Gamino 
Hospital campus, and reducing the number of employees traveling to work in single-occupancy 
vehicles, according to hospital spokeswoman Jennifer Thrift. 

—Kevin Forestieri 


VOTER REGISTRATION DEADLINE 

The deadline to register to vote is the fifteenth day before the election. For Galifornia s June 7 
primary election, that deadline is the end of the day on Monday, May 23. 

For more information, or to register to vote, go to registertovote.ca.gov. 

—Mountain View Voice staff 


VTA'S SUMMER YOUTH PASSES 

The Santa Glara Valley Transportation Authority is offering a special, low-fare pass for teens and 
kids during the summer months, starting Tuesday, May 17. 

The Summer Youth Pass will allow unlimited rides all summer long on VTA light rail trains and 
buses for just $75 for people 18 and under, VTA officials said. 

The price of the summer pass is $60 less than three monthly passes, according to VTA officials. 

The passes can be used on all VTA buses and light rail trains throughout Santa Glara Gounty, 
between June I and August 31, VTA officials said. The passes are optimal for teens headed to sum¬ 
mer jobs at local malls. Raging Waters, Paramount s Great America and other places throughout 
the county, according to VTA officials. 

Teens and kids can purchase the pass at vta.org/syp through July 15. 

—Bay City News Service 


©xpress 


Fresh news delivered daily 

Sign up today at MountainViewOnline.com 


Mountain View Los Altos Soccer Club 

In the Community since 1972 

A legacy of developing college, professional and national team players with a 
strong commitment to player development both on and off the field. 


Technical Director 
Albertin Montoya 

Former US National Team Coach 



Executive Director 
Joe Cannon 

Former MLS Goalkeeper 


Los Altos High School Grass Fields 


Boys and Girls Born in 2008 Boys and Girls Born in 2009 

June 4, 2016 June 4, 2016 

9:oo-io:ooam io:i5-ii:i5am 


Register at www.mvlasc.org 




CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) indicating 
that they intend to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the scope of topics and 
alternatives to be evaluated.The NOP can be found here: 
http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/ 

Pro ject_Sections/sa nf ra n_sa n jose. htm I. 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


SAN FRANCISCO 

Monday, 
May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

1500 Owens St. 
San Francisco, 

CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 

Tuesday, 

May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

1 770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, 

CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 

Wednesday, 
May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 

5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

361 Villa St. 
Mountain View, 

CA 94041 


For more information, please coll (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at 
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov. 


City of Mountain View 


MOUNTAIN VIEW COMMUNITY 
SHUTTLE PILOT PROGRAM 
FEEDBACK SURVEY 

The City of Mountain View wants to hear from you 
regarding your use of and satisfaction with the shuttle 
service and if there are changes or 
improvements you’d like to recommend. 

Take the survey on-line at: 

M o u ntai n Vi ew. gov/S h utt leSu rvey. 

Paper copies of the survey are available at the 
Mountain View City Hall, Community Center, 
Senior Center, Teen Center and Library. 

Survey responses will be collected 
through June 3, 2016. 

Additional information is available at 
MVCommunityShuttle.com or 
by calling (855) 730-7433. 
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Upfront 


financially healthy year. A critical 
budget trade-off, he said, is hav¬ 
ing less money available to reduce 
class sizes across the district. 

The district has long relied on 
taxpayers to help fund class-size 
reduction through parcel taxes. 
The first parcel tax was passed in 
2001 with a primary purpose of 
keeping class sizes small, and vot¬ 
ers approved measures again in 
2005 (following a failed attempt 
to renew in 2004), 2010 and 2014. 

Since 2010, the parcel tax has 
provided approximately $25 mil¬ 
lion to fund class-size reductions, 
according to the district’s parcel- 
tax expenditure plans. 

In 2015, Measure A funds pro¬ 
vided $5.9 million to reduce class 
sizes and $2.9 million for new 
teachers to accommodate enroll¬ 
ment growth, according to the plan. 

Yet classes are still large at many 
of Palo Alto’s schools — particu¬ 
larly at the secondary level, where 
two parents’ recent data analysis 
showed middle and high school 
classes are larger than board-es¬ 


tablished class-size targets. 

Dauber, for his part, argued at 
the May 10 board meeting that it 
should not be an either/or budget 
decision: The district could still 
offer a healthy raise to teachers 
while having the funds necessary 
to bring class sizes down. 

He suggested the district offer 
3 percent pay increases each year 
over the next three years, plus 
one-time bonuses. This would 
free up an estimated $2.9 million 
this year and $4.4 million in the 
next two years — the equivalent 
of 35 new teachers — to sup¬ 
port smaller classes, according 
to Dauber. Thirty-five teachers 
could reduce class sizes at the 
high schools by an average of six 
students, the same number at the 
middle schools or by three at the 
elementary schools, he said. 

The board will meet on Tuesday, 
May 24, in the district office at 25 
Churchill Ave. starting at 6:30 p.m. ■ 

Staff Writer Elena Kadvany 
can be emailed at ekadvany@ 
paweeklyxom. 


Teacher pay 

(continued from page 12) 


PAUSD teacher salary 
increases over the last 
10 years 

2014-15: 4.5 percent (retroac¬ 
tive) -1-0.5 off-schedule payment 
2013-14: 4 percent -i- 2 percent 
off-schedule payment 
2012-13: 3 percent -1-1.5 per¬ 
cent off-schedule payment 
2011 - 12 : 1 percent off-schedule 
payment 

2010 - 11 : 0 percent 
2009-10: 0 percent 
2008-09: 2.5 percent -1-2.5 per¬ 
cent off-schedule payment 
2007-08: 2.5 percent 
2006-07: 5 percent 


^Source: California Depart¬ 
ment of Education 



VOTE ONLINE 

PaloAltoOnline.com/ 
best_of 



CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) indicating 
that they intend to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the scope of topics and 
alternatives to be evaluated.The NOP can be found here: 
http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/ 
Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html. 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


SAN FRANCISCO 

Monday, 
May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

1500 Owens St. 
San Francisco, 

CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 

Tuesday, 

May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, 

CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 

Wednesday, 
May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 

5:00 to 8:00 RM. 

361 Villa St. 
Mountain View, 

CA 94041 


For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at 
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at san.francisco_san.jose(@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov. 


Cuckoo 

(continued from page 7) 


Sand Hill hotel. 

Geoff Seyon, also a club mem¬ 
ber and a tenant of BootUp, said 
that attending events at Cuckoo’s 
Nest has helped him connect 
with people who could help him 
with his startup. 

Membership in the club is pri¬ 
vate and doesn’t come cheap. 
The standard annual member¬ 
ship costs $3,000 for people who 
live in Silicon Valley and $1,500 
for people who live more than 
100 miles away. People under 
30 years old can join for $1,250. 

Prospective club members can 
be nominated or can submit ap¬ 
plications to join. 

Neighborhood resident Nancy 
Wagner said she’d like to see the 
club open to the neighborhood 
more often. She said she often 
walks by, sees events going on and 
thinks they “(look) kind of fun.” 

In the future, Williams said, 
the membership will be equal 
parts women and men. Right 
now, with 300 members, the ra¬ 
tio is about 35 percent women 
and 65 percent men, he said. 

Ten Vaanholt said the club 
would give a 50 percent discount 
on membership to neighbors. 
The club could host more open 
events, like barbecues, for neigh¬ 
bors twice a year, Agarwal said. 

As for the issue of parking, the 
Cuckoo’s Nest operators said that 
they would use the nearby park¬ 
ing lot of 66 Willow Place, oc¬ 
cupied by Stanford Health Care 
Planning Design & Construction, 
for overflow event parking. 

However, according to Court¬ 
ney Lodato, a public relations 
manager for Stanford, the or¬ 
ganization has no intention of 
providing parking for the club’s 
events. ■ 

Staff Writer Kate Bradshaw 
can be emailed at kbradshaw® 
almanacnewsxom . 


Public Agenda 

A preview of Palo Alto government meetings next week 

COUNCIL FINANCE COMMITTEE ... The committee plans to wrap up 
its review of the Fiscal Year 2017 budget and to hear an update on the 
Palo Alto Municipal Golf Course reconfiguration project. The meeting 
will begin at 11 a.m. on Monday, May 23, in the Council Chambers at 
City Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave. 

BOARD OF EDUCATION ... The board will vote on new agreements 
with its teachers and classified employees unions; vote on several 
budget requests, including a proposal to implement full-day 
kindergarten; hear a report on the California Mathematics Placement 
Act of 2015; discuss contracts for legal services for 2016-17 and 
several board policies. The meeting will begin at 6:30 p.m. on 
Tuesday, May 24, at district headquarters, 25 Churchill Ave. 

CITY COUNCIL ... The council plans to meet in a closed session 
to discuss the city’s labor negotiations with the Palo Alto Police 
Managers’ Association; the Palo alto Fire Chiefs’ Association; the 
Utilities Management and Professional Association of Palo Alto; and 
the city’s management, professional and confidential employees. 

The council will also hold a public hearing on 2515-2585 El Camino 
Real, a proposed mixed-use development at the current site of Olive 
Garden; consider a contract for design services for the U.S. Highway 
101 overcrossing; and discuss the latest revisions to the Urban Forest 
Master Plan. The closed session will begin at 5 p.m. on Monday, May 
23. Regular meeting will follow in the Council Chambers at City Hall, 
250 Hamilton Ave. 

COUNCIL RAIL COMMITTEE ... The committee plans to meet at 8:30 
a.m. on Wednesday, May 25, in the Community Meeting Room at City 
Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave. 

PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION ... The 

commission plans to hold a public hearing on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the Comprehensive Plan update; consider a 
proposal for a single-story overlay from Faircourt Tracts 3 and 4; and 
review the proposed tentative map for 567 Maybell Ave., a proposal 
that includes 16 single-family lots. The meeting will begin at 6 p.m. 
on Wednesday, May 25, in the Council Chambers at City Hall, 250 
Hamilton Ave. 

CITY/SCHOOL LIAISON COMMITTEE ... The committee plans to 
meet at 8 a.m. on Thursday, May 26, in the Community Meeting 
Room at City Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave. 

HISTORIC RESOURCES BOARD ... The board plans to review the 
application from Avenidas to renovate and expand its facility at 450 
Bryant St. The meeting will begin at 6 p.m. on Thursday, May 26, in 
the Council Chambers at City Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave. 


NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING 
of the City of Palo Alto 
Architectural Review Board (ARB) 

8:30 A.M., Thursday, June 2, 2016, Palo Alto 
Council Chambers, 1st Floor, Civic Center, 250 
Hamilton Avenue. Plans may be reviewed on¬ 
line at: http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/planning- 
projects. If you need assistance reviewing the 
plan set, please visit our Development Center 
at 285 Hamilton Avenue. For general questions 
about the hearing contact Alicia Spotwood dur¬ 
ing business hours at 650.617-3168. 

799 Embarcadero Road [16PLN-00123]: Request 
for Preliminary Architectural Review of concept 
plans for a two-story, 6,500 square foot replace¬ 
ment fire station building proposed at Palo Alto 
Fire Station #3, located on the northwest cor¬ 
ner of Embarcadero Road and Newell Road at 
the southeasterly edge of Rinconada Park on an 
18.27 acre, city-owned property zoned Public 
Facility (PF). For more information, contact Amy 
French at amv.french@citvofpaloalto.ora . 

Comprehensive Plan Update: Request for ap¬ 
proval of Architectural Review Board Subcommit¬ 
tee comments as formal ARB comments for the 
Comp Plan Update Draft EIR. For more information, 
contact Elena Lee at elena.lee@citvofpaloalto.ora . 

Jodie Gerhardt, AlCP 
Manager of Current Planning 

The City of Palo Alto does not discriminate against 
individuals with disabilities. To request an accom¬ 
modation for this meeting or an alternative format 
for any related printed materials, please contact 
the City’s ADA Coordinator at 650.329.2550 (voice) 
or by e-mailing ada@citvofpaloalto.ora . 
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CALI FORM IA High-Speed Rail Authorily 



NEWS RELEASE 


May 9, 2016 Ricci Graham 

408-277-1086 (w) 
408-348-3433 (c) 
Ricci.Graham@hsr.ca.gov 

High-Speed Rail Authority Initiates Environmental Review Process for the 
San Francisco to San Jose Portion of the Statewide System 

Solicits Public Input and Hosts Public Scoping Meetings 

SAN FRANCISCO, Calif. - Today, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) issued a Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) to initiate a project level environmental impact report (EIR)/environmental impact statement (EIS) for the San 
Francisco to San Jose project section. At the same time, the Authority’s federal partner, the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) issued a new notice of intent (NOI) to initiate the federal environmental review process for the 
project section. The issuance of the NOP/NOI is to inform stakeholders (members of the public, tribes, federal, state 
and local agencies, organizations and other parties) about the blended system and solicit their input on the scope of the 
environmental document and proposed project. 

The preparation of the San Francisco to San Jose environmental document for the blended system will involve a 
scoping and public outreach process; development of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of 
environmental effects associated with the construction, operations and maintenance of the high-speed rail system 
including track, ancillary facilities and stations, along the Caltrain corridor. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system 
connecting the cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor 
with proposed stations at San Francisco 4**^ and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport 
(Millbrae) and San Jose. The approximately 51-mile project section will be a blended system which will support a 
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modernized Caltrain commuter service and high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. The blended approach 
minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project costs, improves safety and expedites implementation. 

As part of the issuances of the NOP/NOI, a formal comment period related to public scoping starts which allows for 
public comments to be received until June 10, 2016. All comments will be considered in the preparation of the 
environmental documents and become part of the record. The comments received at these meetings allow the 
Authority to take into account the areas of community and environmental concern related to the high-speed rail project. 

The Authority will be hosting three public scoping meetings to inform the public of the proposed project and solicit input 
on the scope of the environmental document. The meetings will be held from 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. with a formal 
presentation and opportunity to verbally state your comment into the record at 6:00 p.m. The meetings will be held as 
follows: 


San Francisco 

Monday, May 23, 2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, CA 95158 


San Mateo 

Tuesday, May 24, 2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


Mountain View 

Wednesday, May 25, 2016 
SFV Lodge 
361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 
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CALIFORNIA High-Speed Roil Authority 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 


Tt^O]ifDanlaHi4h-Sp««d Aiilhdiil^Kr^pon^bkifOf Elk« f\tii h^h-$p««drail 

f n ttinktr*. Carifemld rail wi-fl ih^ iTke^a-i«^l4n$ df iha cddiribuTd id ^dnamk d^dpirt«tfit and a cE^n^t 

«n¥^rdnirb&rii; cc^i^ jobi^ ^nd pr^rv^ agriculct ral ^nd prDtdCidd lancK By 3029. lha wrill run fionri San Franck to thd 
ICA Ang^Idi basin 1n under eIit^ I^u/s x speeds capable df -over 20D milts- ptr hciur. The s>s<Teifi will evtnluaily-tKitrkd to Sacramento 
and San Ditgd. idiallAg dOO miles with up to 24 sraikms. In addliidn. iht Auihority is worPdng with mgional parEners to lEnplemeni a 
sutewido rail modemiUEidn piogfam ihat invests billlonsof dollars in local and regional rail lints m meet the stated 31st centufy 
transpdriaiion needs.. 


The San FranrlicOtaSan losei Project Section is part O^ the hrSI phase of IhtCaliTorrIia hi{jh-Speed rail SySEtmconneciitig Hit 
ernes of San FrandscaMillbrae CSan Francisco Airportland San Jose on an elecirified calualnConidor wiih proposed staikmsai 
4th and Kino andfor TranSbay Transii Center, near the San Francisco Airpoit (Mlllhrael. and San Jose. 


The appioximaEtlySI-mlle project section is plants to be a blended system whkti wlQ support a moderiiiitdCaltrain service and 
high-speed rail service prinaari^on shared tracks.This approach minimizes Impacis on suiroujiding communliies^ reduces project costi 
improves safety and e^ipedites Impiementatloji. 


The Public ScopI rjp Meeiinps are being held to provide ihe public an opportunity to learn about the project ask ctuestions atid subn^ 
feedbacL 


MEETINGS INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT6:00 PM. 


SAN FRANCISCO 
Mondays May 23,2016 
UC$F Mission Ray 

ISOQOwersST. 

San Francisco^ CA^ISA 


SAN MATEO 
Tuesday. May 24. 20l 6 
San Mateo Marriott 
5:OOPHM.toe:dOFM. 
1770S.AmpfilettBlvd. 
SarMaleQ,CA^402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 
Wednesday, May 2S. 2016 
SFV Lodge 
5tOOPJVI.to6;OOPM. 
351 Villa St. 

ModntalnVIew, CA 94041 


LAHG UAGE AND OTHER NE EDS 

INTSIPRETACIOH AL ESPANOi ESTARA OfSPQNIBLE ENTOOAS LAS REUHIONES. 

Sf CO SJ^H THOWG D^QH TlfHGVl^ T;W TAT CA CAC CUOC HOP 
MAGKAKAROONNG P4GSASAUNSA WIKANGlAGALOG SAIAHAT tIGMGAPULJONG. 

Meeting facilities are accessible Ibr persons wlih disabilities- All requests Aar reasonable accominodaHons must be made 
72 hours In ad^nce of the scheduled meeting date- 
Hease call [W 435 W7C of Ihe Authority sTTY/TTO number at (91403^943- 
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SAW FRAWCESCOTOSAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION 

The eJfterKJs fcom iheTi^n&bay Transit Center in Sjn FrancSs^Q 5 ou!hwar<(to 0 irldon StaCionaei 

$3*1 Jose. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS St SCOPING MEETINGS 

The AvtliQEtty 4ni(J the Fe^ral Aallrg-adlAcfmlfil^lratlpn (FRA) h^'u^eSsi^ued'a ticilke Q^PreparatlQn iNQP) C^-otke pr Intent (NOIK<irth« 
preparallpn flf an Fnvlfon menial Impact RepprVCnvirqnmental Impacl Jtate^nent (El RiB% 

For Imports nt addiElorbsl lnfor*™tlon contaiii'ed In the MOP and MOf, vls3(: 


A.«|yir4 ef t1ii>c^v‘ji‘anm^ilAl jnocM-^ <ht> Au- 
Ihajllyh holdlrq Puhlk: Scoplm MccTlm^Jo 
i!«eiv«<om*iiwmf, 

Alkommenl-s-wlrl becon-sideicd in Ihe i»Fcg>A- 

i^ilignaf Ll-H''i‘iivli[>nmiriildl4.rip^Mnii.'ik(> .ind 
bacan^a iui 4 cf ihe ttcorti. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS 

PmI?II< 4<i>pirlg-CprTliVl<yil:^^'Lvill b<: rc>i;<4u^ ur14jl 

JkN4iM&r SuhmK MmnmjFifv vlv»: 


Mark A.Ma«M9Eijln 
□iKKiaf a^EnvImnmemal Services 
ATIhESdn Fr*in^l>i;e IQ San 
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High-Speed Rail Authority Initiates Environmental Review Process for the 
San Francisco to San Jose Portion of the Statewide System 

Solicits Public Input and Hosts Public Scoping Meetings 

SAN FRANCISCO, Calif. - Today, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) issued a Notiee of Preparation 
(NOP) to initiate a projeet level environmental impaet report (EIR)/environmental impaet statement (EIS) for the San 
Franeiseo to San Jose projeet seetion. At the same time, the Authority’s federal partner, the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) issued a new notiee of intent (NOI) to initiate the federal environmental review proeess for the 
projeet seetion. The issuanee of the NOP/NOI is to inform stakeholders (members of the publie, tribes, federal, state and 
loeal ageneies, organizations and other parties) about the blended system and solieit their input on the seope of the 
environmental doeument and proposed projeet. 

The preparation of the San Franeiseo to San Jose environmental doeument for the blended system will involve a seoping 
and publie outreaeh proeess; development of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of environmental effeets 
assoeiated with the eonstruetion, operations and maintenanee of the high-speed rail system ineluding traek, aneillary 
faeilities and stations, along the Caltrain eorridor. 

The San Franeiseo to San Jose Projeet Seetion is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system eonneeting 
the eities of San Franeiseo, Millbrae (San Franeiseo Airport) and Sane Jose on an eleetrified Caltrain Corridor with 
proposed stations at San Franeiseo 4^^ and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Franeiseo Airport (Millbrae) 
and San Jose. The approximately 51-mile projeet seetion will be a blended system whieh will support a modernized 
Caltrain eommuter serviee and high-speed rail serviee primarily on shared traeks. The blended approaeh minimizes 
impaets on surrounding eommunities, reduees projeet eosts, improves safety and expedites implementation. 

As part of the issuanees of the NOP/NOI, a formal eomment period related to publie seoping starts whieh allows for 
publie eomments to be reeeived until June 10, 2016. All eomments will be eonsidered in the preparation of the 
environmental doeuments and beeome part of the reeord. The eomments reeeived at these meetings allow the Authority to 
take into aeeount the areas of eommunity and environmental eoneem related to the high-speed rail projeet. 

The Authority will be hosting three publie seoping meetings to inform the publie of the proposed projeet and solieit input 
on the seope of the environmental doeument. The meetings will be held from 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. with a formal 
presentation and opportunity to verbally state your eomment into the reeord at 6:00 p.m. The meetings will be held as 
follows: 


San Francisco 

Monday, May 23, 2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
1500 Owens St. 

San Franeiseo, CA 95158 


San Mateo 

Tuesday, May 24, 2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


Mountain View 

Wednesday, May 25, 2016 
SFV Fodge 
361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


High-Speed Rail Authority: Connecting and Transforming California 
100 Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 95113 • T: (408) 277-1086 • www.hsr.ca.gov 
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CALIFORNIA High-Speed Rail Authority 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority is responsible for planning, designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system 
in the nation. California high-speed rail will connect the mega-regions of the state, contribute to economic development and a cleaner 
environment, create jobs, and preserve agricultural and protected lands. By 2029, the system will run from San Francisco to the 
Los Angeles basin in under three hours at speeds capable of over 200 miles per hour. The system will eventually extend to Sacramento 
and San Diego, totaling 800 miles with up to 24 stations. In addition, the Authority is working with regional partners to implement a 
statewide rail modernization program that invests billions of dollars in local and regional rail lines to meet the state's 21st century 
transportation needs. 


The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting the 
cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with proposed stations at 
4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae), and San Jose. 


The approximately 51-mile project section is planned to be a blended system which will support a modernized Caltrain service and 
high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. This approach minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project cost, 
improves safety and expedites implementation. 


The Public Scoping Meetings are being held to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions and submit 
feedback. 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


SAN FRANCISCO 
Monday, May 23,2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 
Tuesday, May 24,2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 
Wednesday, May 25,2016 
SFV Lodge 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


LANGUAGE AND OTHER NEEDS 

INTERPRETACION AL ESPANOL ESTARA DISPONIBLE EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES. 

SE CO SAN THONG D!CH TIENG VIETTAI TAT CA CAC CUOC HOP. 

MAGKAKAROON NG PAGSASALIN SA WIKANGTAGALOG SA LAHAT NG MGA PULONG. 

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made 

72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting date. 

Please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943. 





















SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section extends from the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco southward to Diridon Station in 
San Jose. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS & SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

For important additional information contained in the NOP and NOI, please visit: 
www.hsr.ca.gov/Prograiins/Statewide_Rail_Modemization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html 

As part of the environmental process, the Au¬ 
thority is holding Public Scoping Meetings to 
receive comments. 

All comments will be considered in the prepa¬ 
ration of the environmental documents and 
become part of the record. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS 

Public scoping comments will be received until 
June 10, 2016. Submit comments via: 

Mail: Mark A. McLoughlin 

Director of Environmental Services 
ATTN: San Francisco to San Jose 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 206 
San Jose, CA 95113 

Electronic: 

Place name of Project Section in subject line: 
san.froncisco_son.jose@hsr.ca.gov 


Phone: 

(800) 435-8670 



LEGEND 

Proposed San Francisco to 
San Jose Section Alignment 

O Proposed HSR Stations 

. County Limits 

N 

0 5 10 ^ 

Miles (A) 




facebook.com/ 

CoiiforniaHighSpeedRoii 



@cohsro 



youtube.com/ 

CAHighSpeedRoii 



@cohsro 
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MENLO PARK - ATHERTON • PORTOLA VALLEY - WOODSIDE 

http://almanacnews.conn/news/print/2016/05/25/tonight-public-meeting-on-high-speed-rail-from-san-francisco-to-san-jose 


Upioaded: Wed, May 25, 2016, 11:35 am 

Tonight: Public meeting on high-speed rail from San Francisco to San Jose 

by Kate Bradshaw 

Peopie who have questions or are interested in iearning more about the Caiifornia high-speed raii project can attend a meeting tonight 
(May 25) from 5 to 8 p.m. at the SFV Lodge, iocated at 361 Viiia St. in Mountain View. 

Part of the first phase of the Caiifornia raii project is a 51-miie stretch from San Francisco to San Jose. Currentiy, proposed stations are at 
4th and King streets or the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco, Miiibrae or the San Francisco Internationai Airport, and the Diridon 
Station in San Jose. 

It's pianned to be part of what's caiied a "biended system," which wouid share tracks with Caitrain, once it is eiectrified, the raii authority 
says. 

By 2029, the high-speed raii authority says, riders shouid be abie to move from San Francisco to Los Angeies in under three hours. In 
iater years, the authority pians to extend the train route to inciude Sacramento and San Diego. 

Read the meeting notice for more detaiis. 
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Capital Public Radio | www.capradio.org 



Bill Would Authorize High-Speed Rail Bonds 
For Caltrain 

Wednesday, June 22, 2016 | Sacramento, CA | ^ Permalink 



Mock up of the San Jose high speed rail station. 


California High-Speed Rail / Fiickr 


(AP) - A state lawmaker has introduced last-minute legislation that would allow the state 
to begin selling voter-approved high-speed rail bonds for a connector project in the San 
Francisco Bay Area. 

AB1889 by Assemblyman Kevin Mullin, a Democrat from South San Francisco, would 
change the wording of previous legislation to approve selling the bonds to pay for 
upgrades to the Caltrain commuter line. 

The bill previously dealt with a different topic but was modified Tuesday in an effort to 
free up funding for Caltrain electrification. 


Seamus Murphy, a spokesman for the San Mateo County Transit District, says officials 
want to get started on the $2 billion project, which including about $713 million in state 
financing. 
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Voters approved nearly $10 billion in high-speed rail funding in 2008, but support has 
since softened. 


Comments 


MORE STORIES 




Protests And Chants: Hillary Clinton's DNC Speech... 

July 29, 2016 



Wildfire Near Big Sur Destroys 57 Homes 

July 30, 2016 



Who's Looking Over The Shoulder Of Sacramento PD? 

August 4, 2016 








MOST VIEWED 

California And Nevada Wildfire Updates: Soberanes Fire. Virginia Mountain 

Complex Fire 

Cold Fire In Yolo County Grows To 4.600 Acres 

Wildfire In Yolo County Grows To 1.700 Acres 

Cold Fire In Yolo County Now 4,000 Acres 
Coaches. Doctors Top List Of State's Highest Paid 
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DAN WALTERS JULY 10,2016 5:55 PM 


Late-biooming measure would fast- 
track bullet train’s ‘bookends’ 

HIGHLIGHTS 

Southern California, S.F. Peninsula commuter lines folded into bullet train 
‘Bookend’ projects also face bullet train’s legal problems 
‘Gut-and-amend’ measure would free them from restrictions 
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BY DAN WALTERS 
dwalters@sacbee.com 


Years ago, when the details of California’s bullet train project were being refined, it 
became evident that it was really two projects. 

One was the much-touted, 200 mph bullet train itself 

npiNION 

vrr iiiivii supposed to whisk passengers between Los 

Angeles and San Francisco in a mere 160 minutes. 

The other, much less public but important to powerful interest groups, was 
upgrading commuter rail service in Southern California and between San Francisco 
and San Jose. 

Initially, they were to be on separate tracks, so to speak, even though some insiders 
believed that the $9.95 billion bullet train bond issue’s real purpose was improving 
commuter rail for the two regions. 

Eventually, the bullet train and commuter rail projects were formally merged by the 
High-Speed Rail Authority into a “blended system” under which the two would 
share tracks, rather than merely sharing corridors. It was a way, it was said, to hold 
down costs and placate opponents on the affluent San Francisco Peninsula. 

The commuter rail projects were dubbed “the bookends” and, with the merger, the 
state is planning to spend at least $1.1 billion on them, including electrification of 
the diesel-powered Caltrain that links San Francisco and San Jose. 

However, having been folded into the overall bullet train project, they also share its 
legal and financial challenges. 

A big one is a provision of the 2008 bond issue, underscored by a subsequent 
appellate court ruling, that an “independent consultant” must certify that the 
project meets all the bond issue’s legal criteria before a “final funding plan” is 
approved. 

It’s highly doubtful that the bullet train can meet those criteria, particularly the 
160-minute running time between San Francisco and Los Angeles, even if the state 
somehow cobbles together enough money to build a useable segment. And that 
doubt could doom the bookends as well, since they are now part of the overall 
system. 
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Backers of the $2 billion Caltrain electrification project are especially eager to 
proceed and see its connection to the troubled bullet train as a potential albatross. 
Therefore, they and Assemblyman Kevin Mullin, D-South San Francisco, are 
pushing a late-blooming “gut-and-amend” bill to allow the bookends to get bond 
money and be built without certification by an independent consultant. 

Late last month, the bill was rushed through the Senate Transportation and 
Housing Committee, whose chairman, Jim Beall, is from San Jose and a strong 
proponent of electrification. 

The only Democrat to oppose it was Sen. Cathleen Galgiani of Manteca, the 
Legislature’s chief bullet train advocate, who worried aloud that Assembly Bill 
1889 would allow ancillary projects to drain bullet train bond money. 

Some critics say AB 1889 may violate the 2008 bond issue, but even if it’s a legal 
change, it indicates that those who suspected that the bookends were the major 
reasons for the bond may have been correct. 

Meanwhile, without waiting for the bill to pass, Caltrain’s board awarded more than 
$1 billion in electrification contracts last week. 

Dan Walters: 916-321-1195, dwalters@sacbee.com, @WaltersBee 
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Local 


IT’S EASY TO 
KEEP READING! 

GET YOUR FIRST MONTH OF ALL DIGITAL ACCESS 
FOR 99<J. ACCESS INCLUDES EARLY, ENHANCED 
AND EXCLUSIVE CONTENT. 

TRY IT NOW! 



Rail agency taps Brisbane tract 
eyed for transit-oriented housing 

ByJ.K. Dineen | June 28, 2016 | Updated: June 29, 2016 i:i6pm 
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Photo: James Tensuan, Special To The Chronicle 


IMAGE 1 OF 4 

People board the train at the Bayshore Caltrain station on the border of San Francisco and Brisbane. A 
developer hopes to build a transit-oriented mixed-use development on the land surrounding the station. 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority has selected a tract of former industrial land 
in Brisbane as the preferred site for a train maintenance yard, a decision the property 
owner says could thwart long-standing plans to build one of the Bay Area’s largest 
mixed-use projects there. 

For 10 years, Universal Paragon, 
which owns a 684-acre Baylands 
property straddling San Francisco’s 
southern border with Brisbane, has 
been planning a transit-oriented 
development that would include 
4,434 homes, 7.5 million square feet 
of commercial space and 300 acres 
of restored habitat. 

Universal Paragon General Manager 
Jonathan Scharfiman said the authority’s decision to “exclusively” study the Brisbane 
Baylands for a maintenance yard was unexpected and was not made clear until a series 
of community meetings in late May. While the developer has urged the California 
High-Speed Rail Authority to consider alternative sites, it has little power to influence 
a decision. 

He emphasized that the Brisbane Baylands site is identified as a “priority development 
area” by the Association of Bay Area Governments, the regional planning group 
known as ABAG. Priority development areas, which include old industrial sites like the 
former Hunters Point Shipyard and the Concord Weapons Naval Station, are transit- 
rich sites big enough that they have “a unique potential to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions,” according to ABAG literature. 
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Photo: James Tensuan, Special To The Chronicle 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority hopes to build a train maintenance yard near the tracks, which 
would complicate the development efforts. 


“Our focus is to transform a legacy industrial site into productive use for the 21st 
century,” Scharfman said. 

1 of 5 planned facilities 

High-Speed Rail Authority spokeswoman Lisa Marie Alley confirmed that Brisbane 
has been selected for a 75-acre light-maintenance facility, one of five that will be 
located along the 520-mile route between San Francisco and Los Angeles. 

“It could be east of the tracks, west of the tracks, or both,” she said. “We are still going 
through our technical analysis. There is still a lot of work to be done.” 
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The Baylands property is just one of hundreds of parcels the High-Speed Rail 
Authority must take to complete the $64 billion project. Work has started on the first 
phase of the project, 119 miles of track from Madera to an area near Bakersfield. The 
authority is taking 150 parcels in the Central Valley alone — either through purchases 
or eminent domain. 

“All large infrastructure projects have impacts like this,” Alley said. “We know that 
our system will have an impact on people, and any impact on someone’s life is hard. 
That’s someone’s home. That’s someone’s farm. That’s someone’s business. That’s the 
worst part of this project, but we know in the long run it will benefit folks.” 

The Brisbane Baylands is split into two sections. To the west of the tracks lies the 
former Southern Pacific rail yards, which closed in the 1980s. To the east is an old 
landfill, where San Francisco sent its trash until 1967. 

Universal Paragon’s current plans call for predominantly commercial development to 
the east and housing mostly to the west. 

Until the authority figures out exactly where it wants to put the Brisbane maintenance 
facility, it will be hard to know the impact it would have on the development proposal, 
although putting a 75-acre maintenance facility along the tracks would likely “split up 
the street network and transportation network and development pattern in such a way 
that it would be very difficult to plan adjacent uses,” Scharfman said. 

The parcel sits to the immediate south of the 20-acre former Schlage Lock 
manufacturing campus, where Universal Paragon has started building infrastructure for 
a 1,679-unit housing development. Buildings will start rising on that property late next 
year. 

Taken together, the 6,000 new homes and millions of square feet of commercial space 
have the potential to create a “Mission Bay 2.0,” according to the developer. While 
developers of urban “brownfield” sites frequently have to bring public transit in, the 
Baylands land comes with a Caltrain stop smack in the middle of the site. The end of 
San Francisco Muni’s T-Third streetcar line is a short walk away. 
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“It’s a new city — it really is,” said Howard Pearce, the project civil engineer. “It’s a 
tremendous undertaking. The goal is to get everybody out of their cars, living and 
working on transit.” 

The potential conflict between high-speed rail and transit-oriented development is an 
uncomfortable one for pro-growth organizations like the Bay Area Council and SPUR, 
which support both. SPUR Executive Director Gabriel Metcalf said ideally a 
compromise could be reached where the Baylands property could accommodate both. 
Scharfman said, “There is zero ambivalence about our record standing in support of 
regional rail and high-speed rail.” 

“It makes sense to me that high-speed rail would be looking at Brisbane because it’s 
the largest undeveloped area on the track between San Francisco and San Jose,” 
Metcalf said. ’’But if there is a way that we can have that and also have the transit- 
oriented development we need, that would be ideal.” 

Political headwinds 

But the potential maintenance yard 
is not good news for a development 
project already facing strong 
political headwinds. 

In Brisbane, a town with about 
2,000 housing units, a recent survey 
of 580 residents found that 43 
percent support no housing at the 
Baylands site, while another 28 
percent said they would be in favor 
of fewer than 1,000 units. Only 12 
percent said they would support 
more than 2,000 units. Most 

residents said they opposed housing there because it would increase traffic and alter 
Brisbane’s “small-town feel.” 


PLANS FOR BAYLANDS 



Tiny Brisbane surveyed 
about effects of huge 
Baylands plans 


ji Bayshore Station 
envisioned as vibrant 
transit hub 


Developer proposes commercial district for 
property 
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San Mateo County has produced 54,000 new jobs since 2010, but only 3,000 new 
homes. 

Since September, the Brisbane Planning Commission has held 19 hearings or meetings 
on the plan. Universal Paragon has opened a storefront office in downtown Brisbane, 
where community outreach manager Xiomara Cisneros talks to largely skeptical 
residents about the Baylands. 

Other potential sites 

John Swiecki, Brisbane’s community development director, agreed with Scharfman 
that the rail authority should look at other sites besides the Baylands. Scharfman 
suggested existing Caltrain yards in San Jose and San Francisco, as well as Port of San 
Francisco sites between Pier 80 and Pier 96 on either side of Islais Creek. 

The Baylands project is set for a Planning Commission vote later this year. 

Land use attorney Tim Tosta said the property owner will have little power to influence 
plans once the authority identifies land it intends to seize. 

“They are just going to have to take it on the chin,” said Tosta, who represented a 
property owner whose land was taken by the Transbay Joint Powers Authority. “The 
condemning authority has a right to take the land, and then you fight over the money 
later.” 

Frank Oliveira, whose family owns 200 acres of nut trees in Kings County that the 
authority is seizing, said once property is targeted, it’s hard to plan for the future. 

“They draw the lines on the map where they want to go, and you don’t have much say 
in the matter,” he said. 

J.K. Dineen is a San Francisco Chronicle staff writer. Email: jdineen@sfehronicle.com 
Twitter: @sjjkdineen 


G.5-13 



J.K. Dineen 

Reporter 
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- Streetsbiog San Francisco - http://sf.streetsblog.org - 


Northern California High-Speed Rail Scoping Meeting 

Posted By Roger Rudick On May 24, 2016 @ 4:12 pm In caltrain,High-Speed Rail,Transit | 
30 Comments 



[ 1 ] 

Scenes such as this may be commonplace in the Central Valley by 2029. Photo: 
Wikipedia Commons. 


Monday evening the California High Speed Rail Authority, in conjunction with Caltrain, held 
a scoping meeting at the William J. Rutter Center at UCSF in Mission Bay. They answered 
public questions and took comment on plans to electrify Caltrain and bring high-speed 
trains from Bakersfield to San Francisco by 2029. 

Streetsbiog readers will recall that a few months ago the California-High Speed Rail 
Authority released a revised plan to link up Northern California to the Central Valiev spine 
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(which is already under construction). This meeting was one of a series to prepare the 
environmental reports for this next phase of construction. 



[3] 

Casey Fromson explains Caltrain's electrification project. Photo: Streetsbiog. 


The meeting started at 5:30, with members of the public invited to visit local information 
stations to ask questions about the projects. Casey Fromson, a government affairs officer 
for the Caltrain Modernization Program, was at the Caltrain information station. She 
explained that electrification of Caltrain, which, if all goes according to plan, should be 
completed in 2021, will offer faster service because of the better acceleration of electric 
trains. "A trip that our current, diesel baby bullets do in 60 minutes will take 45 with a 
train of electrics," she explained. Still, it was disappointing to learn that Caltrain won't be 
exploiting the top speed capabilities of its new electric fleet, which will start arriving in 
2020. Although the trains will be capable of 110 mph, the tracks will only be able to 
handle about 80, because of the curves and the number of grade crossings. Getting the 
line up to full speed will have to wait for another round of improvements, such as adding 
more passing tracks, eliminating more grade crossings, and building more gradual curves, 
changes that will only come with the HSR project in 2029. 


Brian Stokle, with the group "Friends of the DTX," [the "downtown extension" of Caltrain 
to the Transbay Terminal] was among the visitors. He expressed disappointment at the 
lack of progress in connecting Caltrain to Transbay, currently under constructions. "There's 

no true political champion for it vet And it's a lot of money," he said. That was a 
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concern echoed by others at the meeting. 
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[5] 

Under current plans, it seems unclear when trains will reach Transbay. Image: by 
steelblue for Pelli Clarke Pelli. 


During the presentation phase of the meeting, Ben Tripousis, the Northern California 
Regional Director for California HSR, went over the history of the project: 


■« |r 
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In 2008, the voters passed Proposition lA, which paved the way for developing HSR 
service. We're now at a point where we're looking to move forward with the first revenue 
service. I'm happy to say it's coming to Northern California. That was facilitated by the 
2016 business plan which was released earlier this year and approved by the HSR board. 

It laid out a road map for completing service to the Bay Area. What makes the 2016 
business plan different from 2012 or 2014 is it...lays out how we can construct revenue 
service with the $20.7 billion we already have. It will run from downtown San Francisco to 
downtown Bakersfield. 

He then played a video that showed the six construction areas where work is currently 
underway, near Fresno and Madera. Bruce Fukuji, an Architect, City Planner and Urban 
Designer, talked about station planning for the alignment from San Jose to San Francisco. 
He spoke about the Millbrae Station, next to SFO: 

We've been looking at examples around the world. We want global travelers arriving to 
SFO to immediately be able to get onto the HSR service and get to destinations throughout 
California. Part of the challenge is to take advantage of the inter-modal connectivity: 

BART, Caltrain and freeway access. How do we integrate all that? We're trying to work 
with the City of Millbrae on their Transit Oriented Development plans. 



[ 6 ] 

Bruce Fukuji talked about station-area planning. Photo: Streetsbiog 


He also spoke about plans to integrate HSR at 4th and King and to help re-arrange 
Townsend so that bicycle, car-hailing, and bus service access to the station is improved. 
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And that returned the conversation to the concerns of Stokle and others about the lack of 
progress on the DTX project. It was as if the HSR planners are already assuming the 
Transbay connection would not be completed in time-and that they would have to depend 
on King Street Station as its access point to San Francisco. 

Esther Stearns of the SF Transit Riders spoke during the official public comment period: 
"We would urge you to aggressively address the downtown extension in the environmental 
reports-we want DTX in the EIR. We want to see access to the station in downtown rather 
than farther out," she said. Gerald Cauthen, co-founder of the Bay Area Transportation 

Working Group and SaveMuni (and a contributor to Streetsbiog), also spoke: "I'd like to 
ask about capacity of the line [from San Jose to SF]. It's now planned for ten trains an 
hour-six for Caltrain and four for HSR. Is that adequate? And how many years out do you 
go, and if there are constraints on that capacity, what is the constraint?" 
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Construction underway at one of 
several sites in the Central Valley. 

Source: Wikimedia Commons 

There is an additional scoping meeting tonight Tuesday, in San Mateo at the Marriott, 
from 5 to 8 p.m. at 1770 S. Amphlett Blvd., San Mateo, and another on Wednesday in 
Mountain View, at the SFV Lodge, also from 5 to 8 p.m., at 361 Villa St., Mountain View. 


Article printed from Streetsbiog San Francisco: http://sf.streetsblog.org 

URL to article: http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/05/24/northern-california-high- 
speed-rail-scoping-meeting/ 

URLs in this post: 
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[1] Image: http://sf.streetsblog.org/wp- 

content/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/TGV_POS_Nuremberg_Ingolstadt.jpg 

[2] the California-High Speed Rail Authority released a revised plan to link up Northern 
California to the Central Valley spine: http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/02/24/dont- 
like-californias-high-speed-rail-plan-then-stop-complaining-and-fix-it/ 

[3] Image: http://sf.streetsblog.org/wp- 

content/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/IMG_20160523_173803.jpg 

[4] no true political champion for it yet: 

http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/01/05/guest-editorial-sf-needs-to-get-serious- 

about-connecting-caltrain/ 

[5] Image: http://sf.streetsbiog.org/wp- 
content/upioads/sites/3/2016/05/Transbay-2013_12_12- 
Terminal_Day_smaiil.jpg 

[6] Image: http://sf.streetsblog.org/wp- 

content/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/IMG_20160523_184018.jpg 

[7] SF Transit Riders: http://sf.streetsbiog.org/2016/01/06/transit-volunteers- 
gear-up-to-make-muni-better-in-2016/ 

[8] Image: http://sf.streetsblog.org/wp- 
content/upioads/sites/3/2016/05/FresnoRiverViaduct.jpg 

[9] additional scoping meeting tonight: 

http://www.hsr.ca.gov/docs/programs/statewide_rail/proj_sections/SanFran_ 

San3ose/HSRA_Initiates_Environmental_Review_Process_for_SFtoS3_Portion.pd 
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San Jose; Residents concerned about how high-speed rail 
may cut through town 


By julia baum, @community-newspapers.com 
The Mercury News 

Posted:Wed Jun 15 12:10:56 MDT 2016 


If and when bullet trains make it to San Jose, they should either come on elevated tracks, inside a tunnel or at ground level 
along existing rails. 

Those differing opinions were expressed during a June 6 meeting at the Gardner Community Center in Willow Glen 
attended by about 100 residents, who came to learn how high-speed rail could affect their neighborhood. 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority's latest plan would add tracks through a widened rail corridor in the Gardner 
neighborhood en route to the San Jose Diridon station. To obtain space for those tracks, the state would acquire Fuller 
Park, a house of worship and numerous homes along the way through eminent domain. 

A discussion about whether to install the tracks below, above or at grade level evoked strong reactions from residents, 
depending on where they live. 

Those near the Diridon station said they would prefer a tunnel under Gardner Avenue between that station and the Caltrain 
Tamien station a mile to the south, so their properties wouldn't be gobbled up by the state. 

But a tunnel is the most expensive option because it would require a separate underground station just for high-speed 
trains in an area with a high water table. 

Ben Tripousis, Northern California regional director for high-speed rail, told the audience that the tunnel option 
nevertheless is being explored "within the confines" of an environmental review. That review will take two years before the 
area can be cleared for trains to start service by 2025. 

Sending bullet trains on existing tracks to the Diridon station would be the cheapest option, though it could create traffic 
backups at grade crossings. 

One neighbor had reservations about building at grade for several reasons. 

"The two solutions being offered for at-grade are to either construct a very large wall that will take less property, but it will 
also increase the size of the barrier that cuts the continuity of the neighborhood itself," the man said, "or you will not have a 
wall but will be taking more property." 

He suggested an elevated track for bullet trains. Others also liked the idea, which would involve building a bridge over the 
Interstate 280 interchange with the Guadalupe Parkway. 

But residents north of the Diridon station objected, saying a viaduct would be needed to carry elevated high-speed tracks 
from Santa Clara before merging with the Caltrain tracks at ground level going to San Francisco. 

Community leader Danny Garza said raised tracks would be safest for the neighborhood and noted the environmental 
review is overdue. 

"The EIR should've been completed already," he said. "The alignment was rejected before because of the great impact to 
this community, especially at grade with the rail right-of-way," Garza said. "Raised alignment is the safest for the city. 
You're putting our children at risk. There is no accountability to our community without that report." 

The rail authority will continue public outreach throughout the year and plans to present a draft environmental report at a 
public hearing by spring 2017. 

Julia Baum can be reached at ibaum@bavareanewsqroup.com . 


G.5-21 



Close Window 


Send To Printer 


G.5-22 




From the Silicon Valley Business Journal: 

http://www.bizjournals.eom/sanjose/news/2016/06/07/high-speed-rail- 

bad-feelings-return-to-gardner.html 

High-speed rail, bad feelings 
return to Gardner neighborhood 

Jun 7, 2016, 5:00ann PDT Updated: Jun 7,2016,7:09am PDT 


After a five-year absence, high-speed rail 
and its controversy returned to San Jose's 
Gardner neighborhood at a community 
open house Monday night and it was like 
there had never been a break in the action. 

The reason is that the California High- 
Speed Rail Authority's new business plan 
reorients the system's initial operating 
segment from Southern California toward 
San Jose, and that brings trains — and the 
need to resolve neighborhood disruption 
issues with the route into Diridon Station 
from the south - back four years sooner 
than planned. 

Will they go over, under, around or through 
Gardner between Diridon and Caltrain's 
Tamien station a mile to the south? 



DON LITTLE 


Adding high-speed rail to Diridon Station's list 
of passenger railroads is disruptive to San 
Jose's Gardner neighborhood. 


Join the conversation: Foiiow 
@SVbizjournaion Twitter, "Like"us on 
Facebook and sign up for our free emaii newsietters. 
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Residents of the tiny, triangular neighborhood squeezed in by two freeways 
and the Caltrain/Union Pacific tracks who spoke at Monday's open house 
would prefer under as a first choice and through as the last. 

But under is the most expensive option because it would involve building a 
separate station for high-speed trains deep underground in a place where the 
water table is high. Through is the cheapest, because trains are already using 
the railroad tracks along the neighborhood's southern border. But it would 
introduce much more train traffic at grade crossings. 

"We are discussing the tunnel option within the confines of this 
environmental review," Ben Tripousis, the rail system's Northern California 
regional director, told the audience. 

That review will take two years and many more meetings like Monday's but is 
intended to produce an environmentally cleared route so that trains can 
begin service in 2025. 

The over option was the second most popular and would involve a bridge 
going over the 1-280 interchange with the Guadalupe Parkway. But this option 
has already met with objections from businesses like the San Jose Sharks and 
residents north of Diridon because it would require a viaduct to carry 
elevated high-speed tracks all the way to Santa Clara before blending with 
the Caltrain line at ground level to San Francisco. 

When completed, high-speed trains will run within San Jose's city limits for 22 
miles. 

"Poor neighborhoods in San Jose are not being treated right," neighborhood 
leader Danny Garza said. 


Jody Meacham 

Reporter 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 
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From the Silicon Valley Business Journal: 

http://www.bizjournals.eom/sanjose/news/2016/05/09/high- 

speed-rail-begins-peninsula-environmental.html 


High-speed rail begins 
Peninsula environmental 
review in hopes of starting 
construction ASAP 

May 9,2016,2:55pm PDT 

The environmental review process for 
"blended operations" of high-speed and 
conventional trains between San Jose 
and San Francisco has begun so that 
construction can begin as soon as 
funding becomes available. 

"This work keeps the commitment in 
our business plan to environmentally 
clear the entire Phase 1 system (San 
Francisco to Anaheim) by 2017," said 
rail authority spokeswoman Lisa Marie 
Alley. 


G.5-25 







The California High-Speed Rail 
Authority made the announcement in a 
press release that says the public can 
weigh in at hearings on May 23 in San 
Francisco, May 24 in San Mateo and 
May 25 in Mountain View. 

Join the conversation: Foiiow 
@SVbizjournaion Twitter, "Like"us on 
Facebook and sign up for our free 
email newsletters. 


The rail authority had previously done 
an environmental review for what was 
known as the "four-track" system on the 
Peninsula in 2009. That would have 
kept high-speed trains and Caltrains on 
separate tracks on an entirely grade- 
separated (no roads crossing tracks) 
line. 

That concept was ditched in favor of 
blended operations of both passenger 
trains on the same tracks in the 
authority's 2012 business plan. This new 
review will involve issues such as the passing tracks, curve¬ 
straightening and station locations for the two systems along the 
Peninsula, Alley said. 

The high-speed rail authority's latest business plan, adopted last week, 
calls for its trains to begin operations between San Jose and the town 
of Shafter near Bakersfield by 2025 with the remainder of Phase 1 from 
San Francisco to Bakersfield to be in operation by 2029. 



SCREENSHOT FROM THE DRAFT 2016 CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY BUSINESS PLAN. 

This map reflects the proposed new 
business plan of the California High- 
Speed Rail Authority, which would 
establish a route from San Jose to Shafter, 
near Bakersfield, as the first to be 
operated by 2025. By beginning an 
environmental review of the segment 
between San Jose and San Francisco, it 
could add service there as soon as 
construction funds are found. 


G.5-26 





The plan says the authority would prefer that the initial service to run 
from San Francisco to Bakersfield because it would significantly boost 
passengers and revenues over the San Jose-Shafter segment. 
However, funds on hand are $2.9 billion short, and the authority is 
seeking more money. 


Jody Meacham 

Reporter 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 
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From the Silicon Valley Business Journal: 

http://www.bizjournals.eom/sanjose/news/2016/05/24/high-speed-rail- 

begins-environmental-clearance-for.html 


High-speed rail begins 
environmental clearance for 
Peninsula section 

May 24, 2016, 5:23am PDT Updated; May 24,2016,7:36am PDT 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority 

began a series of "scoping" meetings 
Monday night in San Francisco that are part 
of the process to have a full environmental 
certification of the San Francisco-to-San 
Jose segment of the system completed 
within 19 months. 

The meetings continue at 5 p.m. today at 
the San Mateo Marriott and 5 p.m. 

Wednesday at the SFV Lodge in Mountain 
View. 

Will Gimpel, in charge of the project section, told the San Francisco meeting 
that the "blended service" planned along the route anticipates 110-mph 
speeds and up to six Caltrains and four high-speed trains per hour in each 
direction during peak hours. 



JODY MEACHAM 

Ben Tripousis, Northern California regional 
director for the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority, speaks at a "scoping" meeting 
Monday in San Francisco. 


G.5-28 








Join the conversation: Foiiow@SVbizjournaion Twitter, "Like"us on 
Facebook and sign up for our free emaii newsietters. 


Under the authority's latest business plan, San Francisco-San Jose high-speed 
service is to begin by 2029. But Ben Tripousis, the authority's Northern 
California regional director, said last week that he's confident funding will be 
found to include it in the initial operating segment scheduled to open in 
2025. 


This segment went through the scoping process once before, when plans 
called for 220-mph dedicated high-speed tracks along the Peninsula, but 
objections from residents and communities along the route forced the 
authority to adopt blended service along Caltrain tracks in its 2012 business 
plan. 

It was a significant enough change that the authority is redoing the 
environmental work. Plans now call for some curve straightening along the 
route to boost the current speed limit of 79 mph, a mid-Peninsula passing 
section up to seven miles long, and longer platforms at the three stations 
high-speed trains will use: San Francisco, Millbrae (BART connection to San 
Francisco International Airport) and San Jose. 


Current plans call for high-speed rail trainsets to carry at least 450 
passengers each, but for peak service two trainsets may be coupled together, 
stretching about 1,400 feet in length - about double the length of the longest 
Caltrains. 


Jody Meacham 

Reporter 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 



G.5-29 




Appendix G.6 

Website Notices 



P'his Page Intentionally Left Blank] 
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High-Speed Rail Authority Initiates Environmental Review Process for the 
San Francisco to San Jose Portion of the Statewide System 

Solicits Public Input and Hosts Public Scoping Meetings 

SAN FRANCISCO, Calif. - Today, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) issued a Notiee of Preparation 
(NOP) to initiate a projeet level environmental impaet report (EIR)/environmental impaet statement (EIS) for the San 
Franeiseo to San Jose projeet seetion. At the same time, the Authority’s federal partner, the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) issued a new notiee of intent (NOI) to initiate the federal environmental review proeess for the 
projeet seetion. The issuanee of the NOP/NOI is to inform stakeholders (members of the publie, tribes, federal, state and 
loeal ageneies, organizations and other parties) about the blended system and solieit their input on the seope of the 
environmental doeument and proposed projeet. 

The preparation of the San Franeiseo to San Jose environmental doeument for the blended system will involve a seoping 
and publie outreaeh proeess; development of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of environmental effeets 
assoeiated with the eonstruetion, operations and maintenanee of the high-speed rail system ineluding traek, aneillary 
faeilities and stations, along the Caltrain eorridor. 

The San Franeiseo to San Jose Projeet Seetion is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system eonneeting 
the eities of San Franeiseo, Millbrae (San Franeiseo Airport) and Sane Jose on an eleetrified Caltrain Corridor with 
proposed stations at San Franeiseo 4^^ and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Franeiseo Airport (Millbrae) 
and San Jose. The approximately 51-mile projeet seetion will be a blended system whieh will support a modernized 
Caltrain eommuter serviee and high-speed rail serviee primarily on shared traeks. The blended approaeh minimizes 
impaets on surrounding eommunities, reduees projeet eosts, improves safety and expedites implementation. 

As part of the issuanees of the NOP/NOI, a formal eomment period related to publie seoping starts whieh allows for 
publie eomments to be reeeived until June 10, 2016. All eomments will be eonsidered in the preparation of the 
environmental doeuments and beeome part of the reeord. The eomments reeeived at these meetings allow the Authority to 
take into aeeount the areas of eommunity and environmental eoneem related to the high-speed rail projeet. 

The Authority will be hosting three publie seoping meetings to inform the publie of the proposed projeet and solieit input 
on the seope of the environmental doeument. The meetings will be held from 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. with a formal 
presentation and opportunity to verbally state your eomment into the reeord at 6:00 p.m. The meetings will be held as 
follows: 


San Francisco 

Monday, May 23, 2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
1500 Owens St. 

San Franeiseo, CA 95158 


San Mateo 

Tuesday, May 24, 2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


Mountain View 

Wednesday, May 25, 2016 
SFV Fodge 
361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


High-Speed Rail Authority: Connecting and Transforming California 
100 Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 95113 • T: (408) 277-1086 • www.hsr.ca.gov 
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CALIFORNIA High-Speed Rail Authority 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 


San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority is responsible for planning, designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system 
in the nation. California high-speed rail will connect the mega-regions of the state, contribute to economic development and a cleaner 
environment, create jobs, and preserve agricultural and protected lands. By 2029, the system will run from San Francisco to the 
Los Angeles basin in under three hours at speeds capable of over 200 miles per hour. The system will eventually extend to Sacramento 
and San Diego, totaling 800 miles with up to 24 stations. In addition, the Authority is working with regional partners to implement a 
statewide rail modernization program that invests billions of dollars in local and regional rail lines to meet the state's 21st century 
transportation needs. 


The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting the 
cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with proposed stations at 
4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae), and San Jose. 


The approximately 51-mile project section is planned to be a blended system which will support a modernized Caltrain service and 
high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. This approach minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project cost, 
improves safety and expedites implementation. 


The Public Scoping Meetings are being held to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions and submit 
feedback. 


MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M. 


SAN FRANCISCO 
Monday, May 23,2016 
UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, CA 94158 


SAN MATEO 
Tuesday, May 24,2016 
San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 


MOUNTAIN VIEW 
Wednesday, May 25,2016 
SFV Lodge 
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M. 

361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 


LANGUAGE AND OTHER NEEDS 

INTERPRETACION AL ESPANOL ESTARA DISPONIBLE EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES. 

SE CO SAN THONG D!CH TIENG VIETTAI TAT CA CAC CUOC HOP. 

MAGKAKAROON NG PAGSASALIN SA WIKANGTAGALOG SA LAHAT NG MGA PULONG. 

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made 

72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting date. 

Please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority's TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943. 





















SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section extends from the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco southward to Diridon Station in 
San Jose. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS & SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

For important additional information contained in the NOP and NOI, please visit: 
www.hsr.ca.gov/Prograiins/Statewide_Rail_Modemization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html 

As part of the environmental process, the Au¬ 
thority is holding Public Scoping Meetings to 
receive comments. 

All comments will be considered in the prepa¬ 
ration of the environmental documents and 
become part of the record. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS 

Public scoping comments will be received until 
June 10, 2016. Submit comments via: 

Mail: Mark A. McLoughlin 

Director of Environmental Services 
ATTN: San Francisco to San Jose 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 206 
San Jose, CA 95113 

Electronic: 

Place name of Project Section in subject line: 
san.froncisco_son.jose@hsr.ca.gov 


Phone: 

(800) 435-8670 



LEGEND 

Proposed San Francisco to 
San Jose Section Alignment 

O Proposed HSR Stations 
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facebook.com/ 

CoiiforniaHighSpeedRoii 



@cohsro 



youtube.com/ 

CAHighSpeedRoii 



@cohsro 






























• San Francisco to San Jose Project Section: Overview and Environmental Process 

• San Francisco to San Jose Project Section: Stations 

• High-Speed Rail: Statewide Overview 

• High-Speed Rail: Permission to Enter and Right of Way 


MAPS 


BLENDED SYSTEM ON AN ELECTRIFIED CALTRAIN CORRIDOR 


LOCAL POLICY MAKER GROUP 


COMMUNITY MEETINGS 
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